Wednesday 
February 17, 1982 


Highlights 


National Day of Prayer Presidential proclamation. 


National Patriotism Week, 1962 Presidential 
proclamation. ; 

Antitrust Justice/Antitrust files competitive 
impact statement on proposed modified final 
judgment in U.S. v. Western Electric Company, Inc., 
and American Telephone & Telegraph Company. 
(Part VI of this issue) 


Income HHS/SSA 
proposes to change treatment of unearned income in 
determining benefit amounts. 


Noise Control! EPA defers effective dates of 
standards for medium and heavy trucks and truck- 
mounted solid waste compactors. (Part VII of this 
issue) 


Grant Programs—Education ED invites 
applications for projects under Women’s 
Educational Equity Act Program. 

invites applications for new projects under 
Bilingual Education Act Training Project Program. 


6893 Housing HUD/FHC proposes changes to methods 
of computing interest on defaulted property 
improvement loans. 

CONTINUED INSIDE 
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FEDERAL REGISTER Published daily, Monday through Friday, 
(not published on Saturdays, Sundays, or on official holidays), 
by the Office of the Federal Register, National Archives and 
Records Service, General Services Administration, Washington, 
D.C. 20408, under the Federal Register Act (49 Stat. 500, as 
amended; 44 U.S.C. Ch. 15) and the regulations of the 
Administrative Committee of the Federal Register (1 CFR Ch. I). 
Distribution is made only by the Superintendent of Documents, 
U.S. Government Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402. 


The Federal Register provides a uniform system for making 
available to the public regulations and legal notices issued by 
Federal agencies. These include Presidential proclamations and 
Executive Orders and Federal agency documents having general 
applicability and legal effect, documents required to be 
published by Act of Congress and other Federal agency 
documents of public interest. Documents are on file for public 
inspection in the Office of the Federal Register the day before 
they are published, unless earlier filing is requested by the 
issuing agency. 

The Federal Register will be furnished by mail to subscribers, 
free of postage, for $75.00 per year, or $45.00 for six months, 
payable in advance. The charge for individual copies is $1.00 
for each issue, or $1.00 for each group of pages as actually 
bound. Remit check or money order, made payable to the 
Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government Printing Office, 
Washington, D.C. 20402. 


There are no restrictions on the republication of material 
appearing in the Federal. Register. 


Questions and requests for specific information may be directed 
to the telephone numbers listed under INFORMATION AND 
ASSISTANCE in the READER AIDS section of this issue. 


Environmental Protection EPA proposes 
debarment and suspension procedures for 
misconduct or poor performance under assistance 
programs, (Part IX of this issue) 


Nulcear Power NRC requests comments on policy 
statement about safety goals for nuclear power 
plants. 


Budget OMB issues cumulative report on 
rescissions and deferrals. 


Grant Programs—Community Services HHS/ 
CSO solicits applications for certain categories of 
FY 1981 CSA grantees in States which have not 
qualified for FY 1982 Community Services Block 
Grants. 


Grant Programs—Aged ADAMHA announces 
availability of grant to study effects of alcohol on 
elderly. 


Prescription Drug Products HHS/FDA proposes 


to revoke patient package insert requirements. (Part 
X of this issue) 


Treasury Notes CFTC proposes to amend Chicago 
Board of Trade Long-Term Treasury Note futures 
contract. 


Antidumping Commerce/ITA issues notices on 
the following: 
Kraft condenser paper from France. 
Racing plates (aluminum horseshoes) from 
Canada. 
Railway track maintenance equipment from 
Austria. 


Countervailing Duties Commerce/ITA issues 
notices of the following: 
Certain footwear from India. 
Chains and parts thereof, of iron 
or steel, from Spain. 
Compressors and parts thereof from Italy. 
Bicycle tires and tubes from Taiwan. 


Sunshine Act Meetings 


Separate Parts of This issue 
Part ll, USDA/APHIS 
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The President 

PROCLAMATIONS 

Prayer, National Day of (Proc. 4897) 
Patriotism Week, National, 1982 (Proc. 4898) 


Executive Agencies 


Agriculture Department 
See Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service. 


Air Force Department 

NOTICES 

Active military service and discharge 

determinations; civilian or contractual personnel: 
AAF Operations Analysts et al. 


Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and Mental Health 
Administration 


NOTICES 

Grants; availability, etc.: 
Alcohol research center to conduct research on 
effects we ose on the elderly 


— advis 


Animal and Plant Health inspection Service 
RULES 
Viruses, serums, toxins, etc.: 
Pasteurella multocida bacterin, avian isolate, 
type 4; purity requirements, etc.; correction 


NOTICES 
Animal welfare; lists: 
Carriers and intermediate handlers, registered 
Dealers, licensed 
Exhibitors, licensed 
Exhibitors, registered 


Antitrust Division 
NOTICES 
Competitive impact statements and proposed 
consent judgments: ° 
Western Electric Co., Inc., and American 
Telephone & Telegraph Co. 


Arts and Humanities, National Foundation 
NOTICES 
Meetings 

Humanities Advisory Panel 


Centers for Disease Control 

NOTICE 

Meetings: 
Continuous subcutaneous insulin infusion pumps; 
analysis of data on patient use 


Civil Aeronautics Board 

NOTICES ‘ : 
Certificates of public. convenience and necessity 
and foreign air carrier permits -- 

Commuter fitness determinations 


Hearings, etc.: 
Western Yukon Air; mail rates 


Civil Rights Commission 

NOTICES . 

Meetings; State advisory committees: 
Maine 
Massachusetts 
New Hampshire 


Commerce Department 
See also International Trade Administration; 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric Adminstration. 


NOTICES 
Laboratory Accreditation Program, National 
Volun 
Personnel dosimetry processing; specific 
benchmarks of technical adequacy; workshop 


Commodity Futures Trading Commission 
NOTICES 


Contract market proposals: 
Chicago Board of Trade; long-term Treasury 
notes 


Community Services Office 
NOTICES 


Grants; availability, etc.: 
mena Services Administration FY 1981 
grantees in States which have not 
qualified for FY 1982 community services block 


grant 
Consumer Product Safety Commission 
NOTICES 
Meetings; Sunshine Act 


Defense Department 
See Air Force Department; Engineers Corps. 


Drug Enforcement Administration 

PROPOSED RULES 

Schedules of controlled substances: 
Stimulant and depressant compounds; excepted 
prescription drugs 


eer Department 


+ se education: 
Institutional aid programs; eligibility 
requirements, application procedures, and 
selection criteria; correction 

NOTICES 

Grant applications and proposals, closing dates: 
Bilingual education; training projects program 
Women's educational equity program; new and 
noncompeting continuation projects 

Meetings: 
Accregiitation and Institutional Eligibility 
National Advisory Committee 


Energy Department 
See Federal Energy Regulatory Commission. 
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Engineers Corps 
NOTICES 


Environmental statements; availability, etc.: 
Missouri River Levee System Unit L 325-319; 
flood protection 


Environmental Protection Agency 
RULES 
Air quality implementation plans; approval and 
promulgation; various States, etc.: 
Connecticut 
Maine 
Michigan 
Missouri 
Hazardous waste programs; interim authorizations; 
various States: 
Montana 
Noise abatement program: 
Medium and heavy trucks and truck mounted 
solid waste compactors; deferral of effective 
dates 
Pesticide chemicals in or on raw agricultural 
commodities; tolerances and exemptions, etc.: 
Thiobencarb 
Waste management, solid; State plans: 
Arizona 
California 
Water pollution; effluent guidelines for point source 
categories: 
Best conventional pollutant control technology 
(BCT) limitations exceeding best practicable 
control technology currently available (BPT) 
limitations; and BCT limitations for timber; 
withdrawn 
PROPOSED RULES 
Grants; debarments and suspensions under EPA 
assistance programs 
Pesticide chemicals in or on raw agricultural 
commodities; tolerances and exemptions, etc.: 
Norflurazon 
Sulfuric acid 
Pesticides; tolerances in animal feeds: 
Norflurazon 
Pesticides; tolerances in food: 
Norflurazon 
Water pollution control: 
National pretreatment program; assessment of 
impacts of industrial discharges on publicly 
owned treatment works; availability of report on 


regulatory impact analysis 
NOTICES 
Air quality; prevention of significant deterioration 


Oklahoma; authority delegation 
Pesticide, food, and feed additive petitions: 
Dow Chemical Co. (2 documents) 


Union Carbide Corp. 
Union Carbide Corp. et al. 

Pesticides; experimental use permit applications: 
Abbott Laboratories et al. 

Pesticides; temporary tolerances: 
5-Chloro-3-methyl-4-nitro-1H-pyrazole 


‘Equal Employment Opportunity Commission 
NOTICES 
Meetings; Sunshine Act 


Federal Communications Commission 
RULES 
Common carrier services and special radio 
services: 
Multiple-address radio systems; private 
operational-fixed microwave service and 
domestic public land mobile radio service 
Radio stations; table of assignments: 
Michigan and Ohio 
Television station; table of assignments: 
Texas 
PROPOSED RULES 
Radio stations; table of assignments: 
Colorado 
Florida 
Iowa 
Tennessee 
Television stations; table of assignments: 
Mississippi 
NOTICES 


Common carrier services: 
Cordless phone operation with mere liberal 
technical standards; extension of time 
Rulemaking proceedings filed, granted, denied, etc.; 
petitions by various companies 


Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation 
NOTICES 
Meetings; Sunshine Act (2 documents) 


Federal Emergency Management Agency 
RULES 


Flood elevation determinations: 
Alaska et al. 


Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 

RULES 

Electric utilities (Federal Power Act): 
Rate schedules; requirements for filing changes 
and for preparation and submission of supporting 
data; correction 
Water power projects; “short form” license 
application for minor water power projects and 
major water projects 5 megawatts or less; 
correction 

PROPOSED RULES 

Natural Gas Policy Act; ceiling prices for high cost 

natural gas produced from tight formations; various 

States: 
Wyoming (2 documents) 


NOTICES 

Hearings, etc.: 
Algonquin Gas Transmission Co. 
American Hydro Power Co. 
Bryan, Ohio 
Central Hudson Gas & Electric Corp. 
Colorado River Water Conservation District 
Columbia Gas Transmission Corp. 
Columbia Gulf Transmission Co. 
Columbus & Southern Ohio Electric Co. 
Columbus Development Corp. 
Colville Confederated Tribes 
Commonwealth Edison Co. 
Consolidated Gas Supply Corp. et al. 
Consulting Associates, Inc. 
Continental Divide Pipeline Co. 
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Darrington, Wash. 

Gasdel Pipeline System Inc. 

Grisdale Hill Co. 

Hirschey, Mary Jane Ruderman 

Hydro Management, Inc. 

Kansas City Power & Light Co. 

Long Lake Energy Corp. 

Louisville Gas & Electric Co. 
McMurtrey, Lawrence J. 

Michigan Wisconsin Piple Line Co. 
Mountain Fuel Supply Co. 

Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America (3 
documents) 

Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America et al. 
Nevada Irrigation District- 

Northern Border Pipeline Co. 

Northern Natural Gas Co. (2 documents) 


Northwest Pipeline Corp. (2 documents) 


Ocean Shores, Wash. 

Paterson, N.J., et al. 

Phi Sig Associates 

Resource Investments 

Rocky Mountain Embryos 

Sierra County, Calif. 

Texas Gas Transmission Corp. 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp. 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp. et al. 
United Gas Pipe Line Co. (2 documents) 


Utah Power & Light Co. 
West Slope Power Co. (2 documents) 


Western Power, Inc. 
Weyerhaeuser Co. 
Natural gas companies: 
Certificates of public convenience and necessity; 
applications, abandonment. of service and 
petitions to amend (Sun Oil Co. et al.) 
Natural Gas Policy Act: 
Jurisdictional agency determinations (4 
documents) 
Small power production and cogeneration facilities; 
qualifying status; certification applications, etc.: 
Hetzler, Robert 


Federal Housing Commissioner—Office of 
Assistant Secretary for Housing 
PROPOSED RULES 
Defaulted property improvement loans; method 
of computing interest 


Federal Maritime Commission 
NOTICES 
Agreements filed, etc. (2 documents) 


Federal Reserve System 
NOTICES 
Meetings; Sunshine Act 


Federal Trade Commission 
RULES 
Prohibited trade practices: 
Credit Card Service Corp. 
Kellogg Co. et al. 
Worthington Ford of Alaska, Inc., et al. 


Fish and Wildlife Service 

PROPOSED RULES 

Endangered Species Convention: 
Appendices; amendments 


Food and Drug Administration 

PROPOSED RULES 

Drug labeling: 
Prescription drug products; patient packaging 
insert requirements; removal 


General Services Administration 

RULES 

Conduct standards: 
Ethics in Government; post employment conflict 
of interest; administrative enforcement 


Health and Human Services Department 
See also Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and Mental Health 
Administration; Centers for Disease Control 
Community Services Office; Social Security 
Administration 
RULES 
Procurement: 

Small and disadvantaged business concerns 


Historic Preservation, Advisory Council 
NOTICES 

Naval Air Station, North Island, Calif.,:lands 
administered by; programmatic memorandum of 
agreement with California State Historic 
Preservation Officer 


Housing and Urban Development Department 
See also Federal Housing Commissioner—Office of 
Assistant Secretary for Housing. 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 


Housing, President’s Commission on 


interior Department 
See Fish and Wildlife Service; Land ee 
Bureau; National Park Service. 


Internal Revenue Service 
PROPOSED RULES 
Income and employment taxes: 
Employers’ qualified educational assistance 


programs; hearing 


International Communication Agency 
NOTICES 
Meetings: 
New Directions Advisory Committee 
Public Diplomacy, U.S. Advisory Commisssion 


International Trade Administration 

NOTICES 

Antidumping: 
Kraft condenser paper from France 
Racing plates (aluminum horseshoes) from 
Canada 
Railway track maintenance equipment from 
Austria 

Countervailing duties: 
Bicycle tires and tubes from Taiwan 
Chains and parts of iron or steel from Spain 
Compressors and parts from Italy 
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Footwear from India 

Meetings: 
President's Export Council Executive Committee 
Semiconductor Technical Advisory Committee 


interstate Commerce Commission 
RULES 
Accounts, uniform system, and reports: 
Railroads, Class II; elimination of requirements 
Motor carriers: 
Lease and interchange of vehicles 
Reports: 
Motor carriers; quarterly form QFR-S; 
elimination of filing requirements 
PROPOSED RULES 
Vehicles, loading and unloading responsibility; 
information required on bills and receipts; 
withdrawn 
NOTICES 
Motor carriers: 
Permanent authority applications (2 documents) 


Permanent authority applications; restriction 
removals 
Temporary authority applications 

Rail carriers: 
Information requirements, financial and 
statistical; discussion memorandum availability 


Justice Department 

See also Antitrust Division; Drug Enforcement 
Administration. 

NOTICES 


Pollution control; consent judgments: 
Associated Electric Cooperative, Inc. 


Land Management Bureau 


RULES 
Public land orders: 
California (3 documents) 


Colorado (3 documents) 


Idaho (2 dacuments) 
Montana (2 documents} 


Nevada (3 documents) 
Oregon 
Utah (5 documents) 


Wyoming 
NOTICES 
Classification of lands: 
Idaho 
Nevada 
Coal leases, exploration licenses, etc.: 
Utah 
Meetings: 
Montrose District Grazing Advisory Board 


Management and Budget Office 
NOTICES 
Budget rescissions and deferrals; cumulative report 


National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 
RULES 
Fishery conservation and management: . 
Seizure of illegally caught fish; policy statement 


National Park Service 
NOTICES 
Environmental statements; availability, etc.: 
Kenilworth Park and aquatic Gardens 
development concept plan, D.C.; hearing 
Historic Places National Register; pending 
nominations: 
California et al. 
Meetings: 
National Park System Advisory Board (2 
documents) 


National Railroad Passenger Corporation 
NOTICES 
Meetings, Sunshine Act 


National Transportation Safety Board 
NOTICES 
Meetings; Sunshine Act 


Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
NOTICES Z 
Applications, etc:: 
Florida Power Corp. et al. 
Omaha Public Power District 
‘Meetings: 
Reactor Safeguards Advisory Committee (2 
documents) 
Safety goals for nuclear power plants; proposed 
policy statement and report availability 


Postal Service 

RULES 

Domestic Mail Manual: 
Second-class eligibility information; retention 
period 


President’s Task Force on Private Sector 
Initiatives 

NOTICES 

Meeting 


Social Security Administration 

PROPOSED RULES 

Supplemental security income: 
Income, unearned; treatment 


State Department 

NOTICES 

Meetings: 
International Investment, Technology, and 
Development Advisory Committee (2 documents) 
Shipping Coordinating Committee 


Treasury Department 
See also Internal Revenue Service. 
NOTICES 
Notes, Treasury: 
P-1984 series 
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MEETING ANNOUNCED IN THIS ISSUE 


ARTS AND HUMANITIES, NATIONAL FOUNDATION 
Humanities Panel, Washington, D.C. (closed), 3-8 
and 3-9, 3-11 and 3-12, 3-18 and 3-19, and 3-25 
and 3-26-82 


CIVIL RIGHTS COMMISSION 

Maine Advisory Committee, Augusta, Maine 
(open), 3-11-82 

Massachusetts Advisory Committee, Boston, Mass. 
(open), 3-3-82 

New Hamsphire Advisory Committee, Manchester, 
N.H. (open), 3-10-82 


COMMERCE DEPARTMENT 

International Trade Administration— 

President's Export Council, Executive Committee, 
Washington, D.C. (partially open), 3-2-82 
Semiconductor Technical Advisory Committee, 
Washington, D.C. (closed), 3-2-82 

Office of the Secretary— 

National Voluntary Laboratory Accreditation 
‘Program, Personnel Dosimetry Processing, 
Gaithersburg, Md. (open), 4-12 and 4-13-82 


EDUCATION DEPARTMENT 

National Advisory Committee on Accreditation and 
Institutional Eligibility, Washington, D.C. (open), 
3-23 and 2-24-82 


HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES DEPARTMENT 
Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and Mental Health 
Administration— 

Alcohol Psychosocial Research Review Committee, 
Washington, D.C. (partially open), 3-10 through 
3-12-82 

Board of Scientific Counselors, NIMH, Bethesda, 
Mad. (partially open), 3-25 and 3-26-82 

Cognition, Emotion, and Personality Research 
Review Committee, Washington, D.C. (partially 
open),-3—12 and 3-13-82 

Epidemiologic and Services Research Review 
Committee, Washington, D.C. (partially open), 3-8 
through 3-11-82 

Mental Health Research Education Review 
Committee, Washington, D.C. (partially open), 3-3 
through 3-5-82 

Research Scientist Development Review 
Committee, Washington, D.C. (partially open), 3-13 
through 3-15-82 

Center for Disease Control-Work group to analyze 
data on use of continuous subcutaneous insulin 
infusion pumps, Atlanta, Ga. (open), 2-17-82 


HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
Office of the Secretary— 

President's Commission on Housing, Washington, 
D.C. (open), February, March and April dates 
(tentative schedule) 


INTERIOR DEPARTMENT 

Land Management Bureau— 

Montrose District Grazing Advisory Board, 
Montrose, Colo. (open), 3-17-82 


7043 


National Park Service— : 
National Park System Advisory Board, Homestead, 
Fla. (open), 3-10 through 3-13-82 

National Park System Advisory Board, History 
Areas Committee, Homestead, Fla. (open), 3-11-82 


INTERNATIONAL COMMUNICATIONS AGENCY 

United States Advisory Commission on Public 
Diplomacy, Washington, D.C. (open), 3-8-82 

New Directions Advisory Committee, Washington, 
D.C. (partially open), 2-26-82 


NUCLEAR REGULATORY COMMISSION 

Reactor Safeguards Advisory Committee, various 
Subcommittees, locations, and proposed dates 
Reactor Safeguards Advisory Committee, 
Waterford Steam Electric Station Unit No. 3 
Subcommittee, Washington, D.C. (partially open), 
3-3-82 


PRESIDENT’S TASK FORCE ON PRIVATE SECTOR 
INITIATIVES 
Washington, D.C. (open), 2-25-82 


STATE DEPARTMENT 

International Investment, Technology, and 
Development Advisory Committee, Energy and 
Development Working Group, Washington, D.C. 
(open), 3-8-82 

International Investment, Technology, and 
Development Advisory Committee, Transborder 
Data Flows Working Group, Washington, D.C. 
(open), 3-23-82 

Shipping Coordinating Committee, Safety of Life at 
Sea Subcommittee, Washington, D.C. (open), 3-3-82 


CANCELLED MEETING 


7000 


HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
Office of the Secretary— 

President’s Commission on Housing, Washington, 
D.C., 2-16-82 


HEARINGS 


INTERIOR DEPARTMENT 

National Park Service— 

National Capital Parks—East, availability of 
environmental assessment, Washington, D.C., 3-4 
and 3-6-82 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT 

Internal Revenue Service— 

Employers’ Qualified Educational Assistance 
Programs, Washington, D.C., 3-24-82 
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CFR PARTS AFFECTED IN THIS ISSUE 1201... -- 6879 


a 6879 
A cumulative list of the parts affected this month can be found be 6879 


the Reader Aids section at the end of this issue. 


3 CFR 34 CFR 
Executive cea haemmanaE 6826 





Féderal Register 
Vol. 47, No. 32 


Wednesday, February 17, 1982 


Title 3— 


The President 


[FR Doc. 82-4337 
Filed 2-12-82; 4:48 pm] 
Billing code 3195-01-M 


Presidential Documents 


Proclamation 4897 of February 12, 1982 


National Day of Prayer 


By the President of the United States of America 


A Proclamation 


National prayer is deeply rooted in our American heritage. From the earliest 
days of our Republic, Americans have asked God to hear their prayers in 
times of sorrow and crisis and in times of bounty. 


The first National Day of Prayer was proclaimed in 1775 by the Second 
Continental Congress. As thousands gathered in prayer in places of worship 
and encampments throughout the new land, the dispersed colonists found a 
new spirit of unity and resolve in this remarkable expression of public faith. 
For the first time, Americans of every religious persuasion prayed as one, 
asking for divine guidance in their quest for liberty and justice. Ever since, 
Americans have shared a special sense of destiny as a nation dedicated under 
God to the cause of liberty for all men. 


Through the storms of Revolution, Civil War, and the great World Wars, as 
well as during times of disillusionment and disarray, the nation has turned to 
God in prayer for deliverance. We thank Him for answering our call, for, 
surely, He has. As a nation, we have been richly blessed with His love and 
generosity. ; 


Just 30 years ago, a Joint Resolution of the Congress requested the President to 
proclaim a day each year, other than a Sunday, as a National Day of Prayer, 
on which the people of the United States may turn to God in prayer and 
meditation in places of worship, in groups, and as individuals. Eight Presidents 
since then have annually proclaimed a Day of Prayer to the nation, resuming 
the tradition started by the Continental Congress. 


NOW, THEREFORE, I, RONALD REAGAN, President of the United States of 
America, do hereby proclaim Thursday, May 6, 1982, National Day of Prayer. 
On that day, I ask Americans to join with me in giving thanks to Almighty God 
for the blessings He has bestowed on this land and the protection He affords 
us as a people. Let us as a nation join together before God, aware of the trials 
that lie ahead and of the need for divine guidance. With unshakable faith in 
God and the liberty which is our heritage, we as a free nation will continue to 
grow and prosper. 


IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this twelfth day of 
February, in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred and eighty-two, and of the 
Independence of the United States of America the two hundred and sixth. 
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Presidential Documents 


Proclamation 4898 of February 13, 1982 
National Patriotism Week, 1982 


By the President of the United States of America 


A Proclamation 


National Patriotism Week affords all Americans a special opportunity to 
consider the meaning of an honorable term which has sometimes been 
misunderstood and misused. 


True patriotism is a love of country, but it must be an intelligent love and-not 
blind devotion to one’s nation without regard to its ideals. Abraham Lincoln 
recognized this when, speaking in tribute of Henry Clay, he said: 


“He loved his country partly because it was his own country, but mostly 
because it was a free country; and he burned with a zeal for its advancement, 
prosperity and glory, because he saw in such, the advancement, prosperity 
and glory, of human liberty, human right, and human nature.” 


The patriotism of Clay, Lincoln, and generations of Americans was of this 
nature. They loved their country because it was theirs but even more because 
it was a land where liberty, justice, and opportunity flourished. They did not 
love it because of its government but because of its people; not because of the 
role its government played in world affairs but because of the inspiration the 
very idea of America gave to every person, great and small, who made this 
blessed land his home, and to every person in the less fortunate lands of the 
world who, amid oppression, tyranny, and injustice—as in Poland today— 
looked to America as the land of freedom. 


Americans today should dedicate themselves again to that true patriotism. We 
should dedicate ourselves again to the enduring values of family, neighbor- 
hood, work, peace, and freedom which have characterized our country these 
past two centuries. Let us do this, and our patriotism will be strong and 
fulfilling. 


The Congress, by joint resolution (S.J. Res. 34), designated the week commenc- 
ing with the third Monday in February of 1982 as “National Patriotism Week” 
and requested the President to issue a proclamation calling upon the people of 
the United States to commemorate that week with appropriate celebrations 
and observances. 


NOW, THEREFORE, I, RONALD REAGAN, President of the United States of 
America, do hereby designate the week beginning February 15, 1982, as 
National Patriotism Week. 


I invite all primary and secondary schools to conduct programs of study which 
are dedicated to those bedrock principles of national greatness devoted to 
rekindling the patriotic flame in all Americans. 


I call upon all citizens of the United States of America to commemorate 
National Patriotism Week with appropriate celebrations and observances. 


IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand this thirteenth day of 
February, in the year of our Lord nineteen hundred and eighty-two, and of the 
Independence of the United States of America the two hundred and sixth. 


nates | 


Filed 2-16-82; 11:08 am] 
Billing code 3195-01-M 





Rules and Regulations 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains regulatory documents having 
general applicability and legal effect, most 
of which are keyed to and codified. in 
the Code of Federal Regulations, which is 
published under 50 titles pursuant to 44 
U.S.C. 1510. 

The Code of Federal Regulations is sold 
by the Superintendent of Documents. 
Prices of new books are listed in the 
first FEDERAL REGISTER issue of each 
month. 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Animal and Plant Health Inspection 
Service 


9 CFR Part 113 


Viruses, Serums, Toxins, and 
Analogous Products; Standard 
Requirement for Pasteurella Multocida 
Bacterin, Avian Isolate, Type 4 


Correction 


In FR Doc. 82-2702, at page 5194, in 
the issue of Thursday, February 4, 1982, 
make the following corrections: 

1. On page 5194, the words 
“Bacterins” and “Isolates” in the 
heading are corrected by removing the 
“s” at the end of each word. 

2. On page 5194, in the “SUMMARY”, 
first paragraph, line 9, “isolate” should 
read “isolates” and in line 18, insert 
“the” after “for” and before “Type 4”. 

3. On page 5195, first column, second 
full paragraph, line 4, insert the “for” 
after the “standard” and before “Type 
4”, 

4. On page 5195, the last column, the 

. fourth full paragraph designated as 
paragraph (c)(6) of § 113.101, in the 
second to the last line, correct “in” to 
read “is” 

BILLING CODE 1505-01-M 


FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION 
16 CFR Part 13 
[Docket No. 8883] 


Kellogg Company et al.; Prohibited 
Trade Practices, and Affirmative 
Corrective Actions 


AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission. 
ACTION: Dismissal order. 


SUMMARY: This order vacates in its 
entirety, the September 1, 1981 Initial 
Decision and dismisses with prejudice 


the Commission’s April 26, 1972 
Complaint, which charged three cereal 
manufacturers with engaging in 
practices having the effect of 
maintaining a highly concentrated 
noncompetitive market structure in the 
production and sale of ready-to-eat 
cereals. 

DATES: Complaint issued April 26, 1972. 
Dismissal order issued Jan. 15, 1982.1 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
FTC/CS-3, Anthony Low Joseph, 
Washington, D.C., 20580 (202) 724-1334. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

In the Matter of Kellogg Company, a 
corporation, General Mills, Inc., a 
corporation, and General Foods 
Corporation, a corporation. 

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721 (15 U.S.C. 46. Interprets or 
applies sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; 15 
U.S.C. 45)) 


The Order Denying Appeal and 
Vacating Initial Decision, including 
Separate Statements of Commissioners 
Clanton and Bailey, and the Dissenting 
Statement of Commissioner Pertschuk, 
is as follows: 

The Commission has determined not 
to hear further appeal of this matter. The 
Commission has also determined that 
the Initial Decision shall not become the 
final decision of the Commission. Thus, 

It is ordered that, the Initial Decision 
in Docket No. 8883 be vacated in its 
entirety, and the Commission's 
complaint in this matter be, and it 
hereby is, dismissed with prejudice. 

By direction of the Commission, 
Commissioner Pertschuk dissenting as to 
denial of the appeal. 

Carol M. Thomas, 
Secretary. 


Separate Statement of Commissioner Clanton 
Concerning Kellogg Co., et al., Dkt. No. 8883 


This case raises important issues 
concerning the application of section 5 of the 
FTC Act to oligopolistic conduct. Because of 
these issues and the present posture of this 
case—Administrative Law Judge Berman’s 
decision in favor of respondents coupled with 
the Bureau Director's decision not to 
appeal—it seems highly desirable for the 
Commission to determine now whether a full 
briefing on the merits is warranted. 

Of course, even in the absence of an 
appeal, the Commission has the right under 
§ 3.53 of the rules of practice to undertake a 
thorough review of the record. However, I 
believe the circumstances of this case justify 


1 Copies of the Complaint, Initial Decision, Order 
— Appeal and Vacating Initial Decision filed 
with the original documents. 
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an exception to that practice. Given the 
theories of liability and proposed relief under 
consideration, it is entirely proper for us to 
see if there is a likely basis for issuing an 
order, even if the facts conform closely to 
what complaint counsel contend. 

After having reviewed the parties’ most 
recent submissions, in response to the 
Commission’s order of December 18, 1981, as 
well as other parts of the record, I cannot find 
a basis for continuing the case. In its most 
succinct form, complaint counsel urge that 
liability be premised on the basis of two 
related but distinct theories. The first is a 
traditional conspiracy to monopolize based 
upon principles contained in Section 2 of the 
Sherman Act; the second is a shared 
monopoly theory under Section 5 of the FTC 
Act, a theory which does not depend upon a 
showing of collusion. Under either of these 
theories, complaint counsel argue that the 
only effective form of relief would be a 
divestiture order, including royalty-free 
licensing of respondents’ cereal trademarks. 

As to the first theory, I agree with ALJ 
Berman that a conspiracy to monopolize was 
not properly pled. As for the separate shared 
monopoly theory, I do not believe such a 
theory, however characterized, can serve as a 
predicate for the Commission to restructure 
an industry, at least in the absence of clear 
predatory behavior, which is not claimed 
here. 

I do want to emphasize, however, that 
Section 5 may well provide the Commission 
with sufficient authority to attack non- 
collusive behavior that contributes to or 
enhances anticompetitive conduct, and which 
is without compelling business justification. 
In such circumstances, the principal remedial 
tool for dealing with this kind of behavior 
would be a conduct order. 

Before elaborating further on these points, I 
would offer a comment about the 
characterizations, or mischaracterizations, 
that have been advanced in the past by 
critics of this case. An awful lot of rhetoric 
has been spilled on this subject, with some 
critics claiming that the case is just the first 
step in a broad-baséd attack on concentrated 
industries. Others have accused the agency of 
attacking competitive forms of behavior, such 
as product differentiation and brand 
proliferation; while still others have derided 
the “shared monopoly” concept, suggesting 
that this is evidence alone of the 
Commission's confused thinking since the 
description itself is a contradiction in terms. 

Suffice it to say, I do not share all of the 
views of the critics of this case. In issuing the 
complaint, I think the Commission sought to 
address a legitimate concern, not about 
oligopolies per se, but rather about 
oligopolistic behavior that is uniquely 
anticompetitive. Respected antitrust 
commentators of different eeeeneime-eneh 
as Professor Posner and Professors Areeda 
and Turner—have advocated different 





approaches for dealing with collusive-type 
behavior among oligopolists.' Whether the 
theories of relief proposed by complaint 
counsel are proper is one thing, but it is clear 
to me that the Commission was not 
attempting through this case to challenge 
structure or bigness per se. 


Conspiracy To Monopolize 

As one of their principal prongs of liability, 
complaint counsel now contend that an 
implied conspiracy to monopolize can be 
inferred from respondents’ course of dealing 
over the past 20 years. It is contended that 
respondents have consistently eschewed 


motional activities 
diversification.? Whether this conduct gives 
rise to a conspiracy to monopolize can be 
addressed only if a conspiracy in fact was 
roperly tried. 


P 

In finding that a conspiracy theory was nat 
part of the case, ALJ Berman looked to the 
language of the complaint and statements 


complaint ambiguous, since it didn't mention 
specifically that either an agreement or 
conspiracy was at issue. Rather, the 
complaint charged, inter alia, that 
“individually and collectively, 


complaint counsel had emphatically denied 
on several occasions early in the proceedings 
that the complaint contained a conspiracy 
count. (LD. at pp. 3-10) Thus, although the 
first AL] Judge Hinkes) subsequently 
allowed the case to be tried on a tacit 
conspiracy theory, AL] Berman found that 
procedure deficient since the complaint was 
not amended by the Commission and 


‘See P. Areeda & D. Turner, Ill Antitrust Law, Ch. 
8E (1978); R. Posner, Antitrust Law: An Economic 
39-77 {1976}. 
? Complaint counsel's conspiracy case depends 
primarily upon @ aie that respondents’ roughly 
parallel behavier on several fron‘ 


pe er While it is unnecessary to delve into this 
issue at any great length, since the conspiracy 
theory, as discussed hereinafter, is not properly 
before us, I would observe that this kind of 
to proving collusion is not 

Cases such as American Tobacco v. 
United States, 328 US. 781 (1946) and Wall Products 
Co. v. National Gypsum Co., 326 F. Supp. 295 (N.D. 
Cal. 1971), indicate quite clearly that conspiracy can 

from proof 


as strong as it was in the aforementioned cases. 
What it does suggest is that a conspiracy theory is 
not important to deal with oligopolistic behavior 
that exhibits more than a casual trend toward 
interdependent conduct. 


respondents did not acquiesce to that 
procedure. (See rules of practice § 3.15.) 

A review of the record indicates that, at 
best, the conspiracy pleading issue is murky. 
Obviously, we should not engage in 
excessive nitpicking of pleadings or overly 
technical interpretations, but the pleadings 
are not a model of clarity, a 
of the shared monopoly theory being alleged. 
Words such as “combination” and 

“collectively” are used in the complaint, but 
those words are also consistent with a shared 
monopoly theory that requires no showing of 
collusion. Nevertheless, the pleadings might 
have been adequate to encompass a 
conspiracy to monopolize theory had it not 
been for complaint counsel's insistent denials 
that a conspiracy was at issue in the case. 

During the prehearing conferences in 1972, 


from complaint counsel in view of their 
simultaneous denial of conspiracy and 
assertion that the case focused on joint, 
interdependent conduct. (Tr. 17, 25, 71, 104) 
After several tries, complaint counsel finally 
indicated that the case could encompass a 
tacit —— {Tr. 106-08, 163-64), but only 
after having previously indicated that no 
traditional conspiracy was being alleged.* 

Of course, as AL] Berman noted, traditional 
conspiracies, under either Section 1 or 
Section 2 of the Sherman Act involve both 
express and tacit agreements. Thus, it seems 
hard to conclude that the case, as originally 
envisioned, a traditional 
Sherman Act-type conspiracy. Yet, that is 
precisely what complaint counsel now 
contend has been established in this case—a 
traditional Section 2, Sherman Act 
conspiracy to monopolize. (Complaint 
Counsel's Proposed Conclusions of Law, Vol. 
IV at 655-90, Sept. 30, 1980) Even giving the 
benefit of the doubt to complaint counsel, itis 
hard to understand why it was necessary to 
dance step around the conspiracy issue if the 
case clearly covered it. After all, the major 
case now relied upon by complaint counsel, 
American Tobacco Co. v. United States, 328 
U.S. 781 (1946), which was decided twenty- 
five years before this case was brought, 
involved an implied conspiracy to 
monopolize. While there have not been many 
implied conspiracy cases brought under 
Section 2, there certainly have been 
numerous such cases under Section 1, and 
complaint counsel, in fact, cite to such 
precedent in support of their case. 

Perhaps, in denying that a conspiracy was 
at issue in the case, complaint counsel may 
have been attempting to distinguish 
Section 1-type conspiracies and Section Z 
conspiracies. There is, however, no evidence 
of that and, in any event, such a distinction 
would appear to be unnecessary since the 
type of proof needed to establish a 
conspiracy would appear to be much the 
same regardless of which provision of the 
Sherman Act was being pleaded. See P. 


§ Although the pleading issue was not before the 
court, it is interesting to note that the D.C. Circuit 
Court of Appeals, in a a enforcement action 
brought four years after the case was filed, 
observed that a conspiracy was not alleged in the 

FTC v. Lonning, 539 F. 2d 202, 204, n. 3 
(D.C. Cir. 1976). 
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Areeda & D. Turner, supra, note 1, { 839. 
Alternatively, complaint counsel may have 
felt that the kind of tacit conspiracy they had 
in mind would not rise to the Sherman Act 
level, but if that is the case then the issue is 
little different from the pure Section 5 shared 
monopoly theory discussed below. There can 
hardly be two kinds of conspiracies, one 
sufficient to establish Sherman Acct liability 
and another sufficient for Section 5 purposes. 

To be sure, there have been suggestions 
that the scope of the conspiracy theory under 
the Sherman Act could be broadened to give 
greater emphasis to the use of economic 
evidence in determining whether a tacit 
conspiracy exists. See R. Posner, supra note 
1, at 71-77. Still, the issue is whether a 
conspiracy exists, not whether some other 
theory, by a different name, is viable. 

Although ALJ Hinkes ultimately allowed 
the conspiracy charge to be tried, it is clear 
that the parties did not agree on this 
procedure and that no amendment to the 
complaint was sought from the Commission. 
Accordingly, { do not believe the Commission 
can hinge liability on a conspiracy theory. 
Section 5 Shared Monopoly 

Even if a conspiracy count is not present, 
that does not end the matter. Complaint 
counsel alternatively argue that even absent 
a conspiracy the conduct is sufficiently like 
one to justify a finding of liability under 
Section 5 of the FTC Act. It is quite clear, of 
course, that Section 5 can reach 
anticompetitive behavior that is not covered 
by the Clayton or Sherman Acts. And, I 
believe such authority extends to non- 
collusive, marketwide behavior that may not 
involve traditional forms of predation.* 
Presumably, this could include behavior that 
would not be illegal for a single firm to 
engage in but, due to the industrywide nature 
of the practice, could lead to significant 
anticompetitive effects 

Various commentators have also urged that 
the antitrust laws are flexible enough to deal 
with shared monopolies or oligopolistic 
behavior outside the context of a traditional 
conspiracy.® In highly concentrated 
industries competitors may learn to react to 
each others’ moves in a fashion that is 
closely analogous to the workings of a cartel. 
Firms will recognize that it is not in their self- 
interest to chart an independent course 
because other competitors will be able to 
quickly detect and match their moves, 
thereby leading to lower profits for the 
industry as. a whole. The degree to which this 
phenomena occurs, and its success, are 
obviously subjects of great debate and the 
identification of markets in which firms are 
operating in a closely interdependent fashion 
is admittedly complex. 

Because of the difficulties in proving 
collusion, Professors Areeda and Turner have 
advocated a different approach to the 
problem of single firm monopolization.and 
shared monopolies. In their recent treatise, 


* See, e.g., Boise Cascade Conp., et al., 91 FTC 1 
(1978), rev'd on other grounds, Boise Cascade Corp. 
v. FTC, 637 F.. 2d 573 (9th Cir. 1980). 

5 Eg. P. Areeda & D. Tumer, supra, 
Sullivan, Handbook of the Law of Antitrust, section 
125 (1977} 


, note 1; L. 
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they suggest that evidence of persistent 
monopoly performance in a market, whether 
exhibited by a single firm or a small group of 
firms, should be sufficient to justify sweeping 
relief in the form of divestiture or other like 
remedies. Of course, they would require fairly 
strong evidence that the market is performing 
badly and that structural remedies would not 
lead to inefficiencies. They also believe that 
such actions should be limited to government 
initiatives and not allowed in private suits. In 
essence, their proposal does not depend on 
improper conduct for establishing liability 
and is akin to various no-fault monopoly 
proposals that have been advanced in the 
past. 

But even Areeda and Turner recognize that 
the kinds of markets that might warrant 
intervention under such an approach are 
limited, even more so in the shared monopoly 
area than for single firm monopolies.® 

Complaint counsel, of course, are not 
advocating a no-fault approach in this case. 
Instead, they have attempted to develop their 
case in a way that focuses on the extent to 
which respondents’ interrelated behavior has 
exacerbated competitive problems in the RTE 
cereal industry. Their theory depends less on 
the unreasonableness of specific forms of 
behavior than it does on the totality of the 
conduct. 

Nevertheless, even under complaint 
counsel's theory, one must recognize the 
implications of using such an approach to 
restructure an entire industry. As complaint 
counsel acknowledge, the kind of theory and 
relief they are seeking require extensive proof 
of industry structure, performance and 
conduct. While that kind of analysis is highly 
commendable, it provides a less than certain 
guide as to what kinds of conduct or market 
conditions would be subjected to antitrust 
attack. In addition, such an approach, of 
necessity, dramatically limits the number of 
instances where market intervention is 
warranted and, even then, it does not fully 
remove the risks associated with developing 
a structural remedy for an industry. 

Thus, absent collusion or clear evidence of 
predatory behavior, I believe it would be 
unwise for the Commission to seek ~ 
dissolution of an industry on the basis of the 
cumulative effects of multi-firm behavior. 
That does not mean, however, that such 
behavior would go unaddressed. Rather, it 
means that the kind of relief sought—namely, 
conduct remedies—would reflect two 
realities about the oligopolistic market 
context: (1) the lower probability that serious 
anticompetitive problems will exist for long, 
and (2) the potentially greater costs of 
attempting to restructure an industry. 
Because of the complexity involved, it may 
take many years to recover the costs of 
obtaining and implementing a successful 
dissolution order. Those costs may be worth 
incurring where we can be fairly confident 
that the market behavior under attack cannot 
be justified. The rigor of conspiracy analysis 
can help to provide that assurance, and 
strong evidence of predatory behavior may 
also provide the necessary predicate for 
divestiture. 

But to pursue structural relief in less 
compelling circumstances carries with it too 


® See P. Areeda & D. Turner, supra, note 1, $845. 


great a risk of wrong or imperfect judgments. 
The alternative, conduct relief, obviously has 
its limitations. Such a focus, however, 
enables more precise judgments to be made 
about the reasonableness of particular 
behavior without the risk of overkill.?7 To be 
sure, conduct relief may not be feasible in all 
oligopolistic market settings, but neither is 
divestiture. After all, antitrust deals primarily 
with probabilities. Where the probable 
benefits of improving competition are very 
high, as they are in breaking up a horizontal 
price-fixing conspiracy, there is little risk that 
the imposition of harsh sanctions will chill 
desirable competitive behavior. But, as the 
difficulty of distinguishing between harmful 
and beneficial conduct increases, so does the 
danger of imposing maximum remedies. 
Therefore, in my view, remedial restraint is 
called for, even in the kind of tightly 
concentrated market presented to us here, 
where profitability is good, market shares are 
stable and new entry has been minimal. - 

Although I am opposed to structural 
remedies, I reiterate my belief that the 
Commission can reach non-collusive, 
industrywide behavior under Section 5 of the 
FTC Act. An example of such an approach is 
the Commission's decision in Boise Cascade, 
91 FTC 1 (1978), rev'd, Boise Cascade Corp. v. 
FTC, 637 F.2d 573 (9th Cir. 1980). There, the 
Commission found that the industrywide use 
of an artificial freight factor contributed to 
price stability and could not be justified by 
market exigencies. Although the Ninth Circuit 
Court of Appeals felt that the Commission 
did not make a satisfactory showing of 
anticompetitive effect, the appellate decision 
did not foreclose the possibility that the 
Commission could employ Section 5 to reach 
unjustified forms of non-collusive behavior 
which are practiced on a marketwide basis. It 
should also be emphasized that the 
Commission in Boise Cascade believed that it 
could fashion an effective conduct order that 
would not be highly regulatory in nature. If 
conduct relief can be easily evaded, or 
requires extensive government intrusion in 
ongoing market operations, there is little 
reason to press ahead. And, the absence of 
effective relief may suggest that there are 
offsetting competitive justifications for the 
practices under scrutiny. 

As reflected in the Boise Cascade decision, 
the Commission may address multi-firm 
behavior that facilitates non-competitive 
conduct as well as more exclusionary forms 
of conduct. On the other hand, simply 
refusing to compete, by itself, probably would 
not be subject to attack—to do so would be 
analogous to going after a passive 
monopolist. However, passivity in an 


7 Apart from their suggested approach for pipe 


with persistent shared monopoly, ja and 
Turner also have expressed the view that the 
antitrust laws even more clearly can reach 
exclusionary behavior engaged in by shared 
monopolists. Such a theory would, they believe, 
amount to a logical extension of attempted 
monopolization, since the primary missing 
ingredient would be the absence of a dangerous 
probability of a single firm monopoly. P. Areeda & 
Turner, supra, note 1, 4856-61. Whether the courts 
would be willing to extend Section 2 of the Sherman 
Act this far is not clear, but, in any event, such an 
approach would appear to be within the scope of {5 
of the FTC Act. 


oligopolistic context is harder to maintain 
without resort to collusion or other practices 
that may contribute to a stable market. 

In this instance, assuming complaint 
counsel's case were to be established, several 
practices might be singled out for possible 
action. For example, a central issue in the 
case is brand proliferation. Complaint 
counsel argue that respondents have engaged 
in excessive product differentiation as a less 
disruptive form of competition than price 
competition. It is claimed that by carving up 
the market into smaller and smaller product 
segments, respondents have made it 
extremely difficult for new firms to enter, 
since an entrant would have to offer several 
brands to achieve minimal scale economies. 
Moreover, a new firm could not expect 
established competitors to give much ground, 
as might be the case if limit pricing were 
being practiced, because of the difficulty of 
repositioning brands. 

Without getting into an extended 
discussion of these allegations, there does 
seem to be considerable evidence that brand 
proliferation has made entry more difficult. 
But that is not the end of the analysis. 
Whatever the social value of these products, 
we are not dealing with the kind of product 
design or change that is introduced primarily 
as a blocking device to discipline 
competitors.* In other words, we are not 
talking about predatory conduct that serves 
little, if any, legitimate competitive ends. For 
the most part, the myriad cereal brands on 
the market are self-sustaining and they 
appear to generate significant consumer 
demand. Even if we would prefer to see 
fewer brands and more price competition, it 
would be extremely difficult to distinguish 
between legitimate and illegitimate brand 
proliferation. Certainly, it would be quite 
inadvisable and impractical to attempt to 
limit advertising expenditures and or brand 
offerings. Thus, an order provision directed to 
this practice does not seem very promising. 

A second practice that might be susceptible 
to correction concerns respondents’ shelf 
space recommendations to grocery retailers. 
These plans rely largely on past market 
shares as the benchmark for allocating space. 
Complaint counsel contend that these 
recommendations, which many retailers have 
adhered to in principle, tend to stabilize 
competition among existing competitors and 
make it more difficult for new entrants to get 
shelf space. Indeed, this is the only practice 
for which complaint counsel have sought 
conduct relief. 

It could be argued that an order restricting 
or preventing respondents from making shelf 
space recommendations would help to inject 
more competitive pressures into an important 
area of non-price competition, without 


® Allegations of this nature have been made in 
several recent cases involving the communications 
and computer industries. Northeastern Tel. Co. v. 
American Tel. & Tel. Co., 497 F. Supp. 230, 244 (D. 
Conn. 1980), rev'd 651 F.2d 76, 94-95 (2d Cir. 1981); 
Berkey Photo, Inc. v. Eastman Kodak, Co., 603 F.2d 
263, 285 (2d Cir. 1979), cert. denied, 444 U.S. 1093 
(1980); Cal. Computer Products v. IBM Corp., 613 
F.2d 727, 744 (9th Cir. 1979); Transamerica Computer 
Co., Inc. v. IBM Corp., 481 F. Supp. 965, 1006-08 
(N.D. Cal. 1979). 
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that shelf space plans were probably not 
deterrent devices. Schmalensee, 


“Entry Deterrence in the Ready-to-Eat 


Breakfast Cereal Industry,” 9 Bell J. Econ. 305, 


307, n. 4 (1978). 

A third area for possible relief involves the 
exchange of recent advertising expenditure 
data among respondents through the vehicle 


and could easily lead to a highly intrusive 
order. 


Finally, with respect to other allegedly 
pan a a sR 
’ refusal to offer trade deals or 
pe off- list discounts, it is quite clear that 


passive noncompetitive 
above for which there is probably no 
practical enforcement remedy. 


assuming a 
Section 5 case can be made out, the available 
remedial alternatives are either intrinsically 
undesirable or hold little promise for 
producing beneficial results. To some extent, 
this task is made more difficult by the fact 


since the case from the outset focused almost 


exclusively on structural remedies. 
Nevertheless, despite this limitation, I am 
inclined te agree with complaint counsel that 
if any relief were suitable in this case, it 


previously, 1 am firmly to 
dissolution in a case of this kind without 


with a divestiture order, not to mention the 
difficulty in getting a court to approve such 
an exercise of our remedial discretion, lead 
me to reject this approach. I am also simply 
not persuaded that the class of cases 
reflected here is sufficiently large to warrant 
time- 


the one case in a thousand that might 
such an approach, I do not feel that we ought 
to apply our Section 5 powers in this way, for 
what would be an essentially one-time, ad 
hoc law enforcement initiative. 
Accordingly, it is my belief that the 
Commission should not pursue this case 
further. 


January 15, 1982. 
Dissenting Statement ef Commissioner 
Pertschuk 


The Commission today takes an 
unprecedented step in refusing to hear the 
appeal of this matter. This decision raises 

for the integrity and 

propriety of Commission adjudicatory 
procedures. The complaint in this matter was 
issued in 1972 and it has taken nine years to 
complete pretrial procedures and the trial 
itself. The case raises difficult and 
unanswered legal questions as well as 

disputed factual controversies. 
Legal conclusions about the allegations in the 
complaint would have important 
ramifications for the spplicability of the 
antitrust laws to concentrated industries 
which do not operate competitively. Thus, the 
case is precisely the kind of matter that 


i charged 
adjudicatory determinations. I cite no less an 
authority than the Commission itself: “In this 
as in any other case, ‘* * * "it is the agency's 
i i make the 


decision, and where there is substantial 
evidence supporting each result it is the 
agency's choice that governs.’” ® 

Yet the Commission has precipitously 
determined that it will not grant full-scale 
review of this matter, apparently on the 

that it would be a waste of 

resources. The resources xt stake apparently 
are the costs of a round of briefs concerning 


the 
complexity and importance of this matter. 


® Order Denying Motion for Dismissal of 
Complaint Counsel's Appeal and for Adoption of 
Initial Decision, Docket No. 8883 (Nov. 3, 1981}, 


citing Greater Boston Television Corp. v. FCC, 444 


F.2d 841, 853 (D.C. Cir. 1970). 


It cannot be ignored that this case has been 
controversial and that Congress has 
ssed concern about it. The respondents 


engaged in intensive lobbying efforts in 
Congress to accomplish the premature 
demise of this case. I do not question their 
right to pursue either of these tactics. I do 
question, however, the propriety of 
Congressional intervention in any matter 
before it has run its course of proper 
adjudicatory procedures. I also question 
whether Congress has ever been furnished 
with a complete analysis of this difficult case 
and the legal anguments that have been 
raised in it. 

I view the prior Congressional intervention 
in this matter, the vigorous efforts by 
respondents to heighten controversy about it, 
and the spurious characterizations of the 
Commission's effort to carry out its 
administrative responsibilities by offering a 
contract to the original trial judge as an 
unfortunate backdrop to this decision by the 
Commission to stop review of this matter in 
midstream. 

This case was argued on the basis of two 
theories—{1) a conspiracy based on 
traditional Sherman Act Section 1 principles 
and (2) a theory of interdependent behavior 
in a highly stractured industry with poor 
competitive performance and where industry 
members have in exclusionary 
conduct, what has come to be known in 
somewhat misleading shorthand as a “shared 
monoploy.” If the case had been appealed, I 
would, of course, have carefully considered 
the conspiracy argument, which if proved, 
would certainly violate long-held principles 
of the antitrust laws. Based upon my 
tentative review, I am inclined to believe a 
finding of a traditional conspiracy could not 
fairly serve as a basis of liability.’°I 
emphasize this conclusion is only tentative, 
and I would have wished to have heard 
further arguments by the parties on this issue. 

As to the shared monopoly theory as 
initially pled, it is important to note what the . 
theory is and what it is not. It is not an 
allegation of an agreement, either an 
expressed or implied conspiracy.“ 
Consequently, it does not fit the conventional 
analysis applied in Sherman Act § 1-type 
matters. Nor is it an allegation of practices by 
individual companies which, under the 


1° base this conclusion on my interpretation of 
the complaint, which does not appear to allege a 
conspiracy, rather than the evidentiary record, 
which may well show a conspiracy existed. 

"A charge of conspiracy to monopolize could, of 
course, be based upon tacit collusion where joint 
action stems from assent by action rather than 
words. Interstate Circuit v. U_S., 306 U.S. 208 (1938). 
Consequently, it would not have been unreasonable 
to plead a conspiracy based on the facts alleged in 
the complaint, though, as stated earlier, If do not 
believe the did so. 
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appropriate to view the shared monopoly 
theory as standing apart from them and not 
requiring the same elements necessary to 
show a violation under these other theories. | 
It is important to note, however, that these 
theories, which like the shared monopoly 
poe are attempts to define illegal behavior 
markets, are important to 
pre antitrust enforcement and are not 
undermined in any way by today’s action by 
the Commission. 

The shared monopoly theory, as reflected 
in the Commission's complaint in this matter, 
was predicated upon an allegation of high 
concentration, as evidenced by a three-firm 
concentration exceeding 80%; poor 
competitive performance, as measured, for 
example, by sustained high profits and the 
absence of price competition; and high 
barriers to entry caused by exclusionary 
conduct of industry members, ” as evidenced, 
for example, by the absence of significant 
new entry since 1850. Thus, the theory of the 
case does not “condemn the (industry) 
structure itself” as the Bureau Director's 
statement of December 11 supposes. 

Such a theory is supported by scholarly 
commentary, including that of Professors 
Areeda and Turner, * Professor Sullivan ** 
and others. Thus, it is not the case that “the 
theory has * * * utterly failed to enter the 
mainstream of economic thought,” as the 
respondents claim. Rather, this case 
represents a serious, carefully thought out 
attempt by a no-nonsense Republican-led 
Commission in 1972 to deal with the problem 
of a tight oligopoly and a poorly performing 
industry. 

Today, the Commission turns its back on 
this attempt, not wishing to deal with the 
difficult but sonooar. task of spelling out 
whether and under what circumstances the 
antitrust laws reach this problem. Such a step 
by the Commission is a significant one, with 
major ramifications for government antitrust 
policy. We should make no mistake about it: 
the problem of high concentration—industries 
operated by a few giant companies with poor 
competitive performance, as indicated by the 
absence of —— price competition and 
the absence of significant entry of new 
competitors over a long period—is not going 


12 Exclusionary — need not in themselves 
dependently unlawful 


be in or predatory to 
constitute acts of tion. See, e.g., US. v. 
Griffith, 334 U.S. 100, 105 (1948); American Tobacco 
Co. v. U.S., 328 U.S. 781, 809, 814 (1946). Thus, each 
of the respondents need not have engaged in unfair 
predation under section 5 or an attempt to 
monopolize under section 2 of the Sherman Act in 
order to have been found to have engaged in 
monopolizing. We do not deal here with an 
allegation that there has been monopoly power 
shared by three firms without monopolizing 
conduct. 

"See 3 P. Areeda and D. Turner, Antitrust Law 
359-390 (1978). 

"* See L. Sullivan, Antitrust 361-366 (1977). 


to disappear from our economy in the coming 
decades. Our economy is now made up of a 
number of highly concentrated industries 
without meaningful price competition and, if 
the merger laws are not to be enforced 
vigorously, this situation will become more 
frequent, not less. 

I for one believe that section 5 of the 
Federal Trade Commission Act does reach a 
situation where an industry is 
concentrated; the performance of the industry 
as measured by profit levels, lack of price 
competition or other factors, is poor; effective 
barriers to entry are created by exclusionary 
conduct on the part of the firms; and a 
government-ordered remedy can be shown to 
be likely to improve competition. I also 
believe that it is possible for this Commission 
and for the courts to identify, after careful 
study, which industries are appropriate for 
restructuring in order to deal with this 
problem, and which industries are not.** But I 
also conclude that the prospect for some 
future Commission effectively to apply this 
theory is highly unlikely. It is not that there 
will not be farsighted and courageous 
Commissions in the future, nor certainly that 
there will be an absence of careful economic 
analysis capable of identifying industries 
which should be addresed; nor do I view this 
decision by the Commission today in any 
way as a legal precedent which deserves to 
be followed by a future Commission or by the 


‘ courts. Rather, I view today’s decision as 


confirmation of the political inability of a 


Commigsion to see such a case through to the 


end. 

As our political system provides, the 
Commission reflects, to a large extent, the 
prevailing political attitudes and the 

economic philosophy of the current 
administration. And, quite properly, future 
then-prevailing 


litigation to deal with the oligopolistic 
problem I have described requires a political 
consensus that an independent commission is 
legitimate and competent to carry out the 
task, and a political environment which gives 
it the room and time to carry it out. Today's 
decision seems to me to tell us that such a 
consensus is unlikely. Therefore, I believe 
strongly that Congress, not this one perhaps, 
but some future one, should brace itself for 
the task of spelling out in careful, responsible 
legislation what government's role is in 
dealing with the problem of oligopoly. And I 
emphasize again that it is a problem which is 
destined to become more, rather than less, 
significant for our society. 

January 15, 1982. 


Statement of Commissioner Patricia P. Bailey 
in Connection With Disposition of Kellogg, et. 
al. 


This controversial case was formally 
launched on January 24, 1972, when 
Chairman Miles Kirkpatrick and 
Commissioners Rand Dixon and Mary Jones 


‘5In some situations, a conduct-oriented remedy 
alone may be adequate, e.g., by prohibiting certain 
exclusionary practices. 


voted to issue the Commission's complaint.* 
Commissioners David- Dennison and Everette 


the respondents had 

individually and collectively maintained a 
“highly concentrated, noncompetitive market 
structure.” Second, that the respondents had 
individually and collectively shared and 
exercised monopoly power. Third, that the 
respondents “erected, maintained, and 
raised” barriers to entry of new competition 
through unfair methods of competition. The 
methods of competition in question 
representing the exercise of monopoly power, 
as detailed in paragraphs six and seven of 
the complaint, included: (1) brand 
proliferation through i 
products and promoting trademarks through 
intensive advertising, (2) misleading 
advertising of the value of cereals in regard 
to childrens’ health, weight control and 
athletic prowess, (3) control of shelf space, (4) 
acquisition of competitors, (5) mutual 
restraint in challenging price increases, {6} 
sestitetedique aiieeedie tenlean teadipdimested 
promotions, and (7) limitations on the use of 
“consumer directed promotions, such as 
coupons, cents off deals, and premiums.” 
According to paragraph 8, as a result of all 
this, high barriers to entry successfully 
forestalled new competition; the introduction 
of new products was curbed; cereal prices 
and profits were higher than they would be in 
a competitive market. 

Much has been made, since the inception 
of this case, over the fact that it represents a 
test of the so-called “shared monopoly” 
theory. The complaint is subject to being se 
construed, depending on one’s interpretation 
of petty “Sennen iat 
press reports and even academic journals 
have from the first characterized this case in 
terms of a shared 1° The 
respondents in this matter have sought for 


‘6This was pursuant to the Commission's old Part 
Il (“opportunity for settlement”) rules. The Part ili 
adjudicative complaint issued in April 1972. 


1981, announcing our 3-1 vote to solicit staff views 
eae We felt 
that the characterization of the case was one of the 
main issues before us; but, in any event, the press 
release was issued our expressed 
concerns. 

18 “The Cereal Case: Opening Shots in FTC War 
on ‘structural’ Shared-Monopoly or Attack on 
‘marketing’ irregularities?” 5 Antitrust Law and 

Cereals, 


61 Geo.L.J. 1145 (1973). 
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years irrevocably to pin this badge on 
complaint counsel, who, for their part, have 
raced across the legal plain seeking to avoid 
the shared monopoly stigma, trying first the 
conspiracy gambit, falling at last across the 
finish line with a paper that mentions only 
“tacit collusion”, and not shared monopoly 
even once. The Director of the Bureau of 
Competition believes that only a shared 
monopoly theory was ever at issue in the 
case. The Administrative Law Judge details 
the history of the theory of the case, 
beginning with early pretrial statements by 
complaint counsel that conspiracy was 
specifically not a part of the complaint. Later, 
the original Law Judge assigned to this matter 
permitted complaint counsel—over strenuous 
objections by respondents—to put into the 
record evidence of tacit collusion. *® Judge 
Berman, though believing collusion not to 
have been plead as a part of this case, 
nonetheless based his ruling on consideration 
of both collusion and shared monopoly 
theories. 

Judge Berman has dismissed this case for 
failure of proof on either of those theories. 

The Director of the Bureau of Competition 
withdrew the earlier notice of intent to 
appeal filed in this matter because he 
believes a shared monopoly theory “is not 
consistent with the public interest,” is “an 
unwarranted expansion of the law,” and has 
the prospect of punishing success among the 
competing cereal producers. Withdrawal of 
an appeal of a Federal Trade Commission 
complaint by those charged formally with its 
prosecution is virtually without precedent. 
The fact is that this is the Commission’s—and 
not the staff's complaint. The Bureau's 
involvement in this matter is the nature of a 
stewardship, and the Bureau itself is but an 
administrative creation of the Commission to 
facilitate the accomplishment of tasks 
delegated to it by the Commission, including 
the litigation of Commission complaints. 

Nonetheless, the issue has been joined, and 
I do not fault the Director of the Bureau for 
candidly stating his views of which theories, 
in his opinion, the Commission should and 
should not be litigating. 

My concern, expressed in our Order of 
December 18, 1981, following the 
Commission's receipt of the Bureau Director's 
views of December 11, 1981, was only that 
our Order of December 3, 1981, directing the 
submission of the views of complaint counsel 
be complied with. That has now belatedly 
been accomplished. As already noted, the 
attorneys and economist who have handled 
this matter for the past decade do not 
describe the case in terms of shared 
monopoly but in terms of tacit collusion, 
violative of the standards set out in American 
Tobacco Co. v. United States, 328 U.S. 781 
(1946). “In the most.traditional antitrust 
sense, the three respondents have tacitly 
colluded and cooperated to maintain the 
exercise monopoly power—‘power over price 
and ‘power to exclude’ additional 
competitors.” According to the staff, “The 
case does not challenge the industry's 
structure itself,” (Staff at 11), but shows a 
pattern of sophisticated conduct that has 


Orders of Judge Hinkes dated February 24, 1974, 
March 12, 1975, and August 20, 1976. 


raised barriers to entry for new competition, 
and facilitated higher than competitive price 
levels. 

I am aware of that body of commentary 
that believes the American Tobacco case 
adds to the law of monopolization by 
extending the analysis into an oligopoly 
setting. Professor W. H. Nicholls, stated as 
long ago as 1949: 

The Tobacco case is clearly a legal 
milestone in the social control of oligopoly. 
By permitting the inference of illegal 
conspiracy from detailed similarity of 
behavior * * * the courts have at last 
brought oligopolistic industries within the 
reach of successful prosecution under the 
antitrust laws.” 

He went on to say that the inference of 
conspiracy in the case was based on the 
assumption “that a few dominant firms will 
perhaps independently and purely as a 
matter of self interest, evolve non-aggressive 
patterns of behavior * * *” Professor A.D. 
Neale disagrees with this interpretation of the 
case. In response to Nicholls he stated: 

(H)e (Nicholls) is attributing to the court 
and the jury more economics than they would 
own: what the jury found and the Court 
confirmed was precisely that the conduct of 
the firms could not be accounted independent 
action. Rightly or wrongly, the Kentucky jury 
felt able to infer a true “meeting of the 
minds” from the evidence, and the case really 
adds nothing new to the law of conspiracy. 
This is confirmed by Mr. Justice Burton's 
summary of this aspect of the case: “The 
essential combination or conspiracy in 
violation of the Sherman Act may be found in 
a course of dealings or other circumstances 
as well as in any exchange of words * * * 
where the circumstances are such as to 
warrant a jury in finding that the conspirators 
had a unity of purpose or a common design 
and understanding, or a meeting of the minds 
in an unlawful agreement, the conclusion that 
a conspiracy is established is justified.” ** 


Despite complaint counsel's use of the 
terminology “tacit collusion,” I believe such 
an argument amounts to allegation of a 
conspiracy, even under complaint counsel's 
cited cases. 

I am also constrained to agree with Judge 
Berman that a conspiracy charge was not a 
part of the Commission's complaint and that 
complaint counsel so stated in pretrial filings 
made on May 18 and 22 and June 19, 1972, 
and in pretrial statements made by complaint 
counsel Robert Liedquist on June 5 and 8 and 
August 10, 1972. The absence of a conspiracy 
charge was also asserted at least twice in 
Federal court proceedings.” The admission of 
evidence on conspiracy made by the original 
ALJ, Judge Hinkes, amounted to a 


® W. Nicholls, “The Tobacco Case of 1946,” 39 
American Economic Review, 296 (1949), cited in 
A.D. Neale, The Antitrust Laws of the U.S.C. 165 (2d 
Ed., 1970). 

*! Neale, Op, Cit. 166. Violations of the Sherman 
Act are also violations of Section 5 of the FTC Act, 
FTC v. Raladam Co. 283 U.S. 643 (1931). 

22 Contemporary reports of the Commission's 
action took special note of the absence of a 
conspiracy charge. Note, “Oligopolies, Cereals, and 
Section Five of the Federal Trade Commission Act,” 
61 Geo. L.j. 1145, 1149 (1978). 
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transgression of Commission rule § 3.15(a)(1) 
which prescribes the correct procedures for 
amendments to complaints. Nor does rule 

§ 3.15(a)(2), providing for the admission of 
evidence “reasonably within the scope of the 
original complaint or notice of hearing,” 
provide solace, since that rule requires both 
sides to acquiesce, and respondents have 
fought the notion of a collusion theory from 
the inception of these proceedings. 

Viewing this case as a shared monopoly 
matter does not trouble me. Professors 
Areeda and Turner have postulated that: 

If * * * Sherman Act section 2 permits a 
government action in equity against a 
substantial and persistent single firm 
monopoly that has not behaved improperly, it 
also permits a similar action against the 
substantial and persistent shared monopoly. 
As compared with single-firm monopoly, 
however, there are important additional 
difficulties in identifying cases suitable for 
intervention, identifying the proper 
defendants, formulating appropriate 
remedies, and supporting judicial 
innovation.” 

The authors go on to state that evidence of 
shared monopoly power should be coupled 
with evidence of “exclusionary conduct 
having a significant causal relation to shared 
monopoly power.” * For the purposes of my 
analysis, I am willing to assume that the 
exclusionary conduct alleged by complaint 
counsel has occurred, and that the 
respondents, three of which control 79% of 
cereal sales, share monopoly power in this 
$740 million market.* 

The question then would be one of remedy. 
Indeed, the paramount difficulty with this 
case has always been the question of remedy. 
For whatever it is that Kellogg and the other 
respondents may have done, the proposed 
solution—to carve new cereal companies 
from the hides of existing ones and to force 
the licensing of successful trade names to the 
newly created competitors—is both 
draconian and manifestly uncertain to 
achieve the relief complaint counsel 
postulates that it will. 


Areeda and Turner have stated: 
Quite apart from statutory limitations, even 

a czar would consider restructuring only 
where it is likely to improve net 
economic performance substantially; and 
we say “substantially” to take account of 
the costs of the process, including the 
risk of erroneous judgments.”* 

Thus, assuming that the appropriate 

substantial and noncompetitive market 

structure required for a shared monopoly is 

present, the key issue becomes whether relief 

is available significantly to improve 

economic performance without sacrificing 

such economically worthy goals as 

substantial economies of scale.?? 


711 Areeda and Turner, Antitrust Law 360 (1978). 

™ Id. 

5] recognize that the ALJ did not find this 
industry to be characterized by monopoly profits. I 
also complaint counsel's strong assertion 
that the ALJ's methodology was faulty on this score. 

8 Id., 372. 

"For an interesting discussion of the primacy of 
economies of scale in oligopoly antitrust analysis, 

Continued 
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The difficulties possibly attendant to 
divestiture relief make it less than clear that 


and sales. Of course, all of this may be the 
conjecture of self-serving private interests, 
but the complex dismantling of a long- 
existing industry is sufficiently clouded with 
doubts to give one pause. Indeed, even 
complaint counsel's own expert has stated 
that the remedy proposed may “for reasons 
unforeseen bring about the opposite result or 
may impose debilitating losses upon the big 


Moreover, it is also a concern of mine that 
an administrative agency, operating under a 
tightly supervised legislative mandate, 
undertake industry restructuring under a 
theory that clearly represents an extension of 
Sherman Act analysis. While Areeda and 
Turner believe that a viable shared monopoly 
theory exists, and that it can—even now—be 
entrusted to the government antitrust 
authorities, they acknowledge the difficulties 
of such a case. Concentration ratios and 
market performance tests, determination of 
markets appropriate for attack, and whether 
there should be an assessment of substantial 
scale economies proved by an accused 
oligopolist, all present merely the threshold 
questions in approaching a shared monopoly 
prosecution. 

Although not necessarily insuperable, these 
difficulties may suggest that the courts should 
refrain from taking so grave and novel a step 
without a new mandate from ss. The 
issue is a serious one.” 


I come ultimately to the view that industry 
restructuring, such as is proposed here, is 
essentially a legislative concern, and as an 
agency that fairly can be characterized as an 
arm of the Congress, we should not 
undertake to restructure an industry under 
Section 5 of the FTC Act without a clear 
supportive signal from the Congress. In this 
case, the signals are, for the present, quite to 
see Sherman and Tollison, “Public Policy Toward 
Oligopoly: Dissolution and Scale Economies,” 4 
Antitrust Law and Econ. Rev. 77 (1971). The 
evidence in this record on economies of scale is in 
conflict. counsel believe that entry into 
this ee brand line is 
impractical, and that ena 
3.5% to.5% is necessary to achieve firm economies 
of scale. This dispute bears both on the issue of 
barriers to entry as well as the issue of relief. Only 
an appeal of this matter would allow the 
Commission to assess the conflicting evidence. 

**fil Areeda and Turner, 380. Turner's 
own views seem to favor the approach, 
see: Turner, “The Scope of Antitrust and Other 
Economic Regulatory Policies,” @2 Har. L. Rev. 1208 
(1969). 


the they were not so apparently 


contrary—as 
in 1972 when this complaint issued. The 
Federal Trade Commission has from time to 
time commented favorably on various 
amounting to industrial 
fon om cd oe 
route for 


theory.™ But the use of the power of 
divestiture or divorcement under Section 5 of 
the FTC Act is the ultimate exercise in 
administrative authority. It should be used 
only to achieve a endorsed 
result, or at least not to defy a clearly 
expressed animus, as exists 
here. I note, too, that even candidates of both 
— political parties in the last national 
denounced this ill-advised 


Why 
that it has is difficult to explain, in light of the 
fact that the Commission is only mid-stream 
in this case, and both Commission and court 
review—not to mention potential 
congressional action—lie ahead to safeguard 
against any precipitous or unwarranted 
action in this matter. The issue here is larger 


to its ultimate end in cases of this sort: 

In law, as in politics, public policy must 
often be the art of the possible. For this, as 
well as for other reasons, I put to one side the 


ambivalence of attitude in United States 
antitrust laws. The British writer, Neale, has 


efficiency of large industrial organizations 
even while they take a suspicious view of 
their power.” Such an 
attitude has made the remedy of divestiture 
oie 

more basically, in a nation so 
Gacatitatimmiiedinen there is an 
understandable reluctance to push an 
economic theory, however, well founded, to 
the extreme conclusion of causing drastic 
rearrangements of large sections of American 


industry* * ** 
2° See for example: Statement of Federal Trade 
National Commission for the 
urging 


monopolies, February 22, 1978. 
* Fora complete summary of the FTC view on 


» Brodley, 
and 


The paradox we are left with is that while 
there may be a legitimate concern about the 
anticompetitive effects of the exercise of 
oligopoly power, it is rarely true that these 
concerns will mandate an administrative 
agency decision to restructure an industry, 
short of a legislative warrant to that effect. 
Therefore, I will vote that this appeal be 
terminated, not for the reasons relied upon by 
the Administrative Law Judge, but because 
the promulgation of relief by this agency will 
not, in any eventuality, conceivably lead to a 
restructuring of the cereal firms. 

As may be evident, I do not intend the 
Initial Decision in this matter to become the 
final decision of the Commission. The 
Commission's Rules provide that if an appeal 
of an Initial Decision is not the 


evidence. I do not know whether this is true 
or not, and since I could not resolve these 


conflicts except through the process of 


_ appeal, it is my intention that the Initial 


Decision have no precedential or even 

for any proposition 
whatsoever. Thus, I will vote to docket the 
Initial Decision for the sole purpose of 
vacating it in its entirety and substituting for 
it a simple order of dismissal. 

A few final words: 

The fortitude and determination of those 
attorneys and economists who were charged 
so long ago by the Commission to prosecute 
this matter és a source of pride and 
admiration. No more difficult matter ever was 
considered to this point by this institution. No 
matter has been subjected to more criticism. 
No more difficult duty has been undertaken 
without sufficient thanks or recompense. In 
the face of everything, the staff of this agency 
has done the job it was ordered to do, and 
acquitted itself ably and with honor. The fact 
that now the Commission abdicates its 
commitment to see this matter through is a 
responsibility that rests uniquely upon our 
shoulders and not upon theirs. 

I very specifically disassociate myself from 
what the Chairman had to say about this 
matter in his statement of December 16, 1981. 
Neither do I join in Commissioner Clanton’s 
statement of views on this matter nor in 
Commissioner Pertschuk's clarion, but 
quixotic, call to battle.**1 speak, only for 
myself, and I willingly take public and lasting 
responsibility for what I do today. 
January 15, 1982. 

[FR Doc. 82-4133 Filed 2-16-82; 6:45 am] 
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[Docket 8861] 


Credit Card Service Corp.; Prohibited 
Trade Practices, and Affirmative 
Corrective Actions 


AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission. 
ACTION: Modifying order. 


SUMMARY: This order reopens the 
proceeding and modifies the 
Commission's order issued on January 
19, 1973 (38 FR 5157; 82 F.T.C. 191) by 
updating the “IMPORTANT NOTICE” 
contained in Paragraph 5 of the order, to 
reflect revisions to Regulation Z, altering 
the conditions of cardholder liability. 


DATES: Final order issued Jan. 19, 1973. 
Modifying order issued Dec. 14, 1981. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
FTC/PC, William S. Sanger, 
Washington, D.C. 20580 (202) 254-6122. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In the 
Matter of Credit Card Service 
Corporation, a corporation, doing 
business as Credit Card Service Bureau, 
and John P. Ferry, individually and as an 
officer of said corporation. Codification, 
appearing at 38 FR 5157, remains 
unchanged. 


(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46. Interprets or 
applies sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended (15 
U.S.C. 45)) 


The Order Reopening the Proceeding 
and Modifying Cease and Desist Order, 
is as follows: 


In the Matter of Credit Card Service 
Corporation, a corporation, doing business as 
Credit Card Service Bureau, and John P 
Ferry, Individually and as an officer of said 
corporation. 


Order Reopening the Proceeding and 

Modifying Cease and Desist Order 

On August 14, 1981, the respondents, 
whose principal service is notification to 
credit card issuers that a subscriber's credit 
cards have been lost or stolen, filed a request 
that the Commission reopen the proceeding in 
the above docketed matter for the purpose of: 
(1) eliminating paragraph 5 of the Order of 
January 19, 1973, which requires that the 
IMPORTANT NOTICE as set forth therein be 
incorporated verbatim in all written 
advertisements disseminated by the 
respondents; (2) substituting in its place only 
“a general disclosure that the cardholder's 
liability is limited to $50, but then only if the 
conditions imposed by Federal regulation are 
met by the card issuer”; and (3) deleting John 
P. Ferry as an individual respondent. 
Respondents also requested that the 30-day 
public comment period be waived. 

By letter dated August 27, 1981, the 
Secretary informed the respondents that the 
Commission had denied their waiver request. 

Paragraph 5 of the order reads as follows: 

5. Failing to incorporate the following 
notice clearly and conspicuously in any 
written material offering the sale of 


respondents’ credit card registration service 
to the public: 


“Important Notice 


Effective January 24, 1971, a'Federal law 
provides that a cardholder ‘has'no liability for 
unauthorized use of his credit card unless all 


- of the following four conditions are met. If the 


card issuing company (1) has notified you of 
your new limited liability, (2) has provided 
you with a pre-stamped envelope by which to 
notify them of a loss, (3) the card contains an 
approved method of identification, and (4) the 
use occurred before the card issuer is 
notified, then your liability is limited to $50 
per card.” 

Respondents state that the IMPORTANT . 
NOTICE is no longer “a correct statement of 
the requirements for card issuers to impose 
the $50 liability”; that the continued 
imposition of a single notice can be 
misleading and confusing to the consumer 
and often contrary to the actual practices of 
the credit card issuer; and that the Truth in 
Lending Simplification and Reform Act and 
the amended Regulation Z have modified 
some of the conditions under which a 
cardholder can be held liable for 
unauthorized use. As an example, they 
mention the fact that card issuers are no 
longer required to provide pre-stamped 
envelopes for notice of loss or theft, but only 
“adequate notice” of the “means by which 
the card issuers may be notified of loss or 
theft of the card.” Respondents also state 
that, since Regulation Z imposes the 
disclosure requirements on the card issuers, 
they should not be required any longer to 
include the IMPORTANT NOTICE in their 
advertising, especially in view of the fact that 
the respondents place “virtually no emphasis 
on risk of loss” in their advertising and in 
view of the fact that there are many other 
companies in the credit card registration 
business which are not required to include 
such a verbatim statement in their 
advertising. 

Respondents contend that since they 
market their “credit card registration service 
primarily through joint promotions with 
banks, department stores, automobile rental 
companies, airlines, and other credit card 
issuers”, and “since these joint promotions 
are generally made under the name of the 
card issuer, all advertising materials must be 
tailored to the particular practices of that 
card issuer”, and that since “some credit card 
issuers continue to provide pre-stamped 
envelopes, others permit telephone 
notification, while still others require 
notification of loss or theft in written form 

. [as] permitted by amended Regulation Z, 
it is extremely difficult to draft language 
which would be accurate under all 
circumstances.” They further contend that 
“as more and more credit card issuers begin 
to determine their own specific means for 
notification, the adoption of a single notice 
becomes all but impossible.” 

Finally, respondents request that John P. 
Ferry be dropped as the named individual 
respondent because he “‘is no longer the only 
shareholder” and because the company has 
been in full compliance with the Order for 
eight years. 

On September 14, 1981, respondents filed a 
memorandum in support of their request to 
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- reopen proceeding and modify the order. 


They state that Credit Card Service 
Corporation is no longer wholly-owned by 
Mr. Ferry; that more than'one-third of its 
stock is held by an employee trust and an 
additional 12 percent'by outside 
shareholders; that Mr. Ferry is no longer the 
person responsible for the formulation of its 
advertising practices; that for the past 5 years 
the corporate respondent has had a President 
who is the chief operating officer with 
responsibility for advertising; that Mr. Ferry 
has served as Chairman exercising only 
broad policymaking authority; and that Mr. 
Ferry “should no longer be individually 
subject to the terms of the Order” in view of 
the change of circumstances since 1973 when 
the Order was issued. 

After the hearing in January 1972, the 
Administrative Law Judge found that Mr. 
Ferry. . . formulated, directed and controlled 
the acts and practices of the corporate 
respondent (82 FTC at 196); and that he knew 
of the existence and effective date of the 
Truth in Lending Act amendment which set 
the $50 limit on liability for unauthorized use 
of lost or stolen credit cards (82 FTC at 197) 
before he disseminated advertising with 
false, misleading and deceptive 
representations that cardholders would be 
liable for all goods and services obtained by 
unauthorized use of such cards and might 
suffer financial ruin (82 FTC at 198, 202). We 
adopted these findings and the United States 
Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia 
Circuit affirmed our decision in its entirety on 
March 29, 1974. See 495 F.2d 1004. The 
evidence received in this matter fully 
supported the findings and the Order. 

It is well settled that a corporation is not 
the only vehicle through which individuals, 
who have been personally involved in 
unlawful practices, may in the future 
continue to engage in such practices. Tractor 
Training Service v. F.T.C, 227 F.2d 420, 425 
(9th Cir. 1955), cert. denied, 350 U.S. 1005 
(1956); Consumer Sales Corp., v.. F.T.C, 198 
F.2d 404, 407-408 (2d Cir., 1952), cert. denied, 
344 U.S. 912 (1953). Furthermore, it would 
seem incongruous to keep in force an order 
against the lifeless entity of a corporation, 
while exempting from its operation the living 
individual who was responsible for the illegal 
practices. See Pati-Port, Inc. v. F.T.C, 313 F.2d 
103, 105 (4th Cir., 1963). 

Mr. Ferry owns more than 50% of the stock 
of Credit Card Service Corporation and is the 
Chairman of its Board of Directors. As such, 
he would be responsible for the acts and 
practices of the corporation. A claim of past 
and current compliance with the order raises 
only a collateral issue on the question of 
whether Mr. Ferry should no longer be 
named, and it is not determinative. The 
determining factor is the likelihood of 
resumption of the prohibited practices. We 
have not been convinced by respondents’ 
arguments to the contrary. 

Respondents have represented to us in 
their request to reopen that the absence of 
the Important Notice statement would not be 
misleading sinc they place “virtually no 
emphasis on risk of loss” in their advertising. 
This assertion, however, seems to be at 
variance with the respondents’ advertising 
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disseminated during September and/or 
October 1980 to the holders of Master Charge 


credit cards, serviced by the Bank of Virginia. . 


The four page letter contains the 
IMPORTANT NOTICE at the bottom of the 
first page. It is preceded by these statements: 

What would you do tomorrow if you 
suddently discovered that your purse or 
wallet—with all of your credit cards—was 
missing? * * * Would you know how to 
protect yourself in a hurry? * * * How 
quickly could you find the phone numbers of 
each credit card company and locate the right 
people to talk to? I ask “How quickly” 
because you certainly don‘t want to wait 
until some criminal starts making dishonest 
purchases on your cards. 


And it is followed by these statements: 

The whole purpose of the Credit Card 
Service Bureau * * * is to safeguard credit 
cardholders from this kind of financial worry 
and emotional hassle * * * Last year alone, 
nearly fifteen and a half million credit cards 
were reported lost or stolen—and one in 
sixteen of these missing cards was used to 
make fraudulent purchases averaging $410 
per card! 

Other statements as to liability are 
interspersed throughout the letter such as: 

2. * * * and you will avoid even one cent of 
liability for fraudulent purchases that are 
charged subsequently to your account. 

Respondents’ statement that the adoption 
of a single notice becomes all but impossible 
as more and more credit card issuers 
“determine their own specific means for 
notification” of the loss of credit cards, is a 
misstatement of the applicable law as 
interpreted by the Board of Governors of the 
Federal Reserve System. The method of 
notification of a lost or stolen credit card is 
not left to the whims of each card issuer. 
Section 226.12(3) of Regulation Z, as 
amended, provides that-“Notification may be 
given, at the option of the person giving it, in 
person, by telephone, or in writing.” Finally, 
we are of the opinion that allowing the 
respondents to design their own disclosure 
statement would be to invite renewal of the 
practices which led to entry of t'.2 order in 
the first place. Therefore we conciude that 
the IMPORTANT NOTICE should be 
retained. 

In view of the changes in the law and in 
Regulation Z, the remaining issue is whether 
the proceeding should be reopened for the 
limited purpose of updating the IMPORTANT 
NOTICE. Since the Truth in Lending Act no 
longer requires that a credit card issuer 
provide a pre-stamped envelope to its 
subscribers for use in reporting the loss of the 
credit card, we hold that it is in the public 
interest to reopen the proceeding and make 
the necessary changes in the IMPORTANT 
NOTICE to reflect the current law. Therefore: 

It is ordered that the proceeding in Docket 
8861 be, and is hereby reopened; and 

It is further ordered that the IMPORTANT 
NOTICE of paragraph 5 of the order be 
rescinded and hereby replaced by the 
following: 


“Important Notice 
Federal law provides that a cardholder has 


no liability for unauthorized use of his or her 
credit card unless all of the following four 


conditions are met. If the card issuer (1) has 
notified you of your limited liability, (2) has 
provided you with adequate means to notify 
it of the credit card loss, (3) has provided a 
means of identifying the authorized user, and 
if (4) the unauthorized use occurred before 
the card issuer is notified, then your liability 
is limited to $50 per card.” 

It is further ordered that the foregoing 
modification shall be effective upon service 
of this order. 

By direction of the Commission. 

Carol M. Thomas, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc. 82-4018 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6750-01-M 


16 CFR Part 13 
[Docket C-3079] 


Worthington Ford of Alaska, Inc., et al.; 
Prohibited Trade Practices, and 
Affirmative Corrective Actions 


AGENCY: Federal Trade Commission. 
ACTION: Final order. 


sumMARY: In settlement of alleged 
violations of federal law prohibiting 
unfair acts and practices and unfair 
methods of competition, this consent 
order requires four motor vehicle 
dealerships, located in various parts of 
the country, and their corporate officer, 
among other things, to make the text of 
written warranties readily available to 
prospective buyers, prior to sale; 
maintain up-to-date binders containing 
copies of written warranties in an easily 
accessible location; and conspicuously 
post signs advising consumers that all 
warranties are not the same and that 
written warranties are available for 
comparison upon request. The firms are 
barred from improperly disclaiming, 
modifying or limiting the duration of 
implied warranties; and required to 
notify previous purchasers of motor 
vehicles whose implied warranty rights 
were improperly waived that they may 
have additional warranty protection. 
Each dealership is required to appoint 
an individual who would be responsible 
for customer contacts resulting from the 
notice. Additionally, the order requires 
the dealerships to maintain specified 
records for a period of three years; 
instruct their employees as to the 
requirements of the Magnuson-Moss 
Warranty Act; and institute a program 
of continuing surveillance to ensure 
compliance with the terms of the order. 
DATES: Complaint and order issued Dec. 
30, 1981." 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Laurence O. Masson, Acting Director, 


‘Copies of the Complaint, and the Decision and 
Order filed with the original document. 


Seattle Regional Office, Federal Trade 
Commission, 28th Floor, Federal Bldg., 
915 Second Ave., Seattle, Wash., 98174. 
(206) 442-4655. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
Wednesday, Oct. 7, 1981, there was 
published in the Federal Register, 46 FR 
49590, a proposed consent agreement 
with analysis: In the Matter of 
Worthington Ford of Alaska, Inc., 
Worthington Chrysler-Plymouth, Inc., ~ 
Worthington Ford, Inc., Cal Worthington 
Dodge, Inc., corporations, and Calvin 
Worthington, individually and as an 
officer of said corporations, for the 
purpose of soliciting public comment. 
Interested parties were given sixty (60) 
days in which to submit comments, 
suggestions or objections regarding the 
proposed form of order. 


No comments having been received, 
the Commission has ordered the 
issuance of the complaint in the form 
contemplated by the agreement, made 
its jurisdictional findings and entered its 
order to cease and desist, as set forth in 
the proposed consent agreement, in 
disposition of this proceeding. 

The prohibited trade practices and/or 
corrective actions, as codified under 16 
CFR Part 13, are as follows: Subpart— 
Corrective Actions and/or 
Requirements: § 13.533 Corrective 
actions and/or requirements; 13.533-20 
Disclosures; 13.533-25 Displays, in- 
house; 13.533-37 Formal regulatory and/ 
or statutory requirements; 13.533-45 
Maintain records; 13.533-50 Maintain 
means of communication; 13.533-55 
Refunds, rebates and/or credits; 13.533- 
75 Warranties. Subpart—Failing To 
Comply With Affirmative Statutory 
Requirements: § 13.1048 Failing to 
comply with affirmative statutory 
requirements; 13.1048-35 Magnuson- 
Moss Warranty Act. Subpart— 
Misrepresenting Oneself and Goods— 
Goods: § 13.1623 Formal regulatory and 
statutory requirements; § 13.1647 
Guarantees. Subpart—Neglecting, 
Unfairly or Deceptively, To Make 
Material Disclosure: § 13.1852 Formal 
regulatory and statutory requirements; 
13.1852-55 Magnuson-Moss Warranty 
Act. 

(Sec. 6, 38 Stat. 721; 15 U.S.C. 46; interpret or 
apply sec. 5, 38 Stat. 719, as amended; sec. 
110(b), 88 Stat. 2190 (15 U.S.C. 2310)) 

Carol M. Thomas, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4226 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6750-01-M 
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DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission 


18 CFR Part 4 
[Docket No. RM81-10] 


AGENCY: Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, DOE. 
ACTION: Final rule; correction. 


SUMMARY: On November 6, 1981, the 


Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
issued Order No. 185, “Regulations 
Governing Applications for License for 
Minor Water Power Projects and Major 
Water Power Projects 5 Megawatts or 
Less.” (46 FR 55944, November 13, 1981). 
This document corrects a cross 
reference. 


Counsel, Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street, 
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426; (202) 357- 
8033. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In 

§ 4.61(a)(1}, as shown at 46 FR 55949, the 
reference to “paragraph (c)(2) of this 
section” is corrected to read “paragraph 
(d)(2) of this section.” 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4093 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


18 CFR Part 35 
[Docket No. RM79-64] 


AGENCY: Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, DOE. 
ACTION: Final rule; correction. 


SUMMARY: On June 27, 1980, the Federal 


Energy Regulatory Commission issued 
Order No. 91, Final Rule, implementing 
“Revised Requirements for Filing 
Changes in Electric Rate Schedules and 
for the Preparation and Submission of 
Supporting Data”. (45 FR 46352, July 10, 
1980). 

This document corrects a 
typographical error. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
James Hoecker, Office of the General 


Counsel, Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street, 
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426; (202) 357- 
8033. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In 

§ 35.13(h)(36)(iii), shown at 45 FR 46376, 
the reference to “paragraph (d)(3){iii) of 
this section” is corrected to read 
“paragraph (d)(5) of this section.” 
Kenneth F. Plumb, } 
Secretary 

[FR Doc. 82-4078 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 
34 CFR Parts 624, 625, 626, and 627 


Institutional Aid Programs; Correction 


AGENCY: Department of Education. 
ACTION: Final regulations; correction. 


SUMMARY: This document corrects a 
citation of legal authority in the final 
regulations for the Institutional Aid 
Programs published in the Federal 
Register on Tuesday, January 5, 1982, 47 
FR 540-557. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Dr. Claude Mayberry, Director, 
Institutional Aid Programs, Office of 
Postsecondary Education, U.S. 
Department of Education, L’Enfant 
Plaza, Post Office Box 23868, 
Washington, D.C. 20024, telephone: (202) 
245-9691. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
following correction is made in the final 
regulations for the Institutional Aid 
Programs published in the Federal 
Register on Tuesday, January 5, 1982. On 
page 543, column three, the citation of 
legal authority “(20 U.S.C. 1066, 1069bm, 
and 1221e-3)” is corrected to read: (20 
U.S.C. 1066, 1069b, and 1221e-3). 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
Number 84.031, Institutional Aid Programs) 
Dated: February 10, 1982. 
T. H. Bell, 
Secretary of Education. 
[FR Doc. 82-4213 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4000-01-M 


POSTAL SERVICE 

39 CFR Part 111 
Second-Ciass Eligibility Information; 
Retention Period 

AGENCY: Postal Service. 


4 Editorial Note: § 35. 19(hy(96)(H) appears on 
page 319 in the Code of Federal Regulations omg 
for 18 CFR Parts 1-149, revised as of April 1, 1981 


ACTION: Final rule. 


suMMARY: This final rule changes postal 
regulations to provide that publishers’ 
records necessary to confirm the 
eligibility of their publications to be 
mailed at second-class postage rates 
need not be kept beyond three years 
from the issue date of each issue of the 
publication. Previously, such records 
were required to be maintained 
indefinitely. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: March 19, 1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Kevin J. Coleman, (202) 245-4353. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
September 9, 1981, the Postal Service 
published in the Federal Register (46 FR 
44998) a notice and request for 
comments on a proposed change to 

§ 447.2 of the Domestic Mail Manual, 
which would accomplish the change ~ 
described in the Summary. 

We received written comments from 
two organizations, and one oral 
comment from an organization 
requesting clarification of the proposal 
but voicing no objection to it. One of the 
written comments “endorsed” the 
proposal, saying it is a logical answer to 
a long existing paper problem that has 
plagued the commenter and other 
publishers for years. 

The third commenter suggested that 
the Postal Service should consider 
making the retention period one year 
and requested clarification of the impact 
of the proposed rule on special programs 
such as the Alternate Postage Payment 
Plan and the existing agreements 
between the Postal Service and the 
Audit Bureau of Circulation. 

A one year retention period could be 
so short that the annual verification 
could scarcely be made before the 
records would be destroyed. A three- 
year retention period provides not.only 
ample time to complete each year’s 
audit but also permits the auditors to 
compare the records for two previous 
years where that might seem desirable. 

The Alternate Postage Payment Plan 
is the former name for Centralized 
Postage Payment Procedures, under 
which certain publications with multiple 
entry points and computerized records 
may pay postage at one entry point 
rather than a each point. The Audit 
Bureau of Circulation is the name of a 
particular independent audit bureau 
with which the Postal Service has an 
agreement to accept its audits as 
meeting the verification requirements. 


‘See § 447.5 of the Domestic — Manual 


for the regulations governing thi 
verification procedure.: Neither the 
Centralized Postage Payment 
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Procedures nor the agreements with the 
Audit Bureau would be changed by the 
record retention requirement we are 
adopting. The only effect this final rule 
would have on the above matters would 
be the general effect it would have on 
the record retention period. 


Under proposed § 447.22 publishers 
would have to maintain records 
pertaining to each issue for three years 
“from the first mailing date of the 
publication”. We are changing the 
quoted part to read “from the issue date 
of each issue of a publication”. While 
every issue of a publication is required 
to have an issue date (DMM 462.1b), 
there is no requirement that every issue 
be mailed. Accordingly, it is more 
definite and will be easier to administer 
a retention period determined according 
to a required issue date rather than an 
optional mailing date. 


After careful consideration of all the 
comments, the Postal Service hereby 
adopts, with the change noted above, 
plus a new paragraph heading, the 
following amendments to § 447.2 of the 
Domestic Mail Manual, which is 
incorporated by reference in the Federal 
Register. See 39 CFR 111.1. 


Part 447—Maintenance and Verification 
of Publisher Records 


In § 447.2 add a new heading as .21 
immediately before the present text and 
add new .22 to read as follows: 


447.2 Information Requirements. 


.21 Types of Records. 
Records must be available from which 
the Postal Service can determine: 


* *. * * * 


.22 Retention Requirement. 


The publisher must maintain records 
pertaining to each issue of a publication 
for a period of three years from the issue 
date of each issue of the publication. 

A transmittal letter making this 
change in the pages of the Domestic 
Mail Manual will be published and 
transmitted to subscribers 
automatically. Notice of issuance of the 
transmittal letter will be published in 
the Federal Register as provided in 39 
CFR 111.3. 


(39 U.S.C. 401(2), 3685(c)) 


W. Allen Sanders, 

Associate General Counsel, Office of General 
Law and Adnninistration. 

[FR Doc. 82-4217 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 7710-12-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 


40 CFR Part 52 
[A~1-FRL-2043-5] 


Approval and Promuilgation of 
implementation Plans; Connecticut 
Group ll CTGs and Other 


Miscellaneous Regulations 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: The purpose of this Notice is 


to approve revisions to the State 
Implementation Plan (SIP) for the State 
of Connecticut which were submitted to 
EPA on December 15, 1980. This action 
is approving regulations to control 
volatile organic compounds for certain 
sources included in the Group II Control 
Technique Guidelines, the adoption of a 
lead standard and the revision of the 
ozone standard. EPA published a Notice 
of Proposed Rulemaking for these 
regulations on November 12, 1981 (46 FR 
55716). 


EFFECTIVE DATE: March 19, 1982. 


ADDRESSES: Copies of the submittal and 
EPA’s evaluation are available for 
public inspection during normal 
business hours-at the Environmental 
Protection Agency, Room 1903, JFK 
Federal Bldg., Boston, MA 02203; Public 
Information Reference Unit, 
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M 
Street., S.W., Washington, D.C.; Office 
of the Federal Register, 1100 L St., N.W., 
Room 8401, Washington, D.C.; and the 
Air Compliance Unit, Department of 
Environmental Protection, State Office 
Bldg., Hartford, CT. . 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Betsy Horne, Air Branch, Room 1903, 
JFK Federal Bldg., Boston, MA 02203, 
(617) 223-5630. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
November 12, 1981 (46 FR 55716) EPA 
published a Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking (NPR) for certain portions of 
Connecticut's December 15, 1980 
submittal. Those revisions included 
several Group II Control Technique 
Guideline regulations for controlling 
volatile organic compounds, the 
adoption of a lead standard, and the 
revision of the state's ozone standard to 
make it consistent with the national 
standard. The revisions and the 
rationale for EPA's proposed action are 
explained in the NPR and will not be 
restated here. No public comments were 
received. 


Action 
EPA is approving the following 


regulations as submitted on December 
15, 1980: 


1. 19-508-20(s), Surface Coating of 
Miscellaneous Metal Parts and 
Products 

2. 19-508-20(t), Manufacture of 
Synthesized Pharmaceutical 
Products 

3. 19-508-20{v), Graphic Arts— 
Rotogravure and Flexography 

4. 19-508-20(w), Perchloroethylene 
Dry Cleaning Systems 

5. 19-508-20{aa), Applicability 

6. 19-508-20(bb), Compliance Methods 

7. 19-508-20(dd), Seasonal Operation 
of Afterburners 

8. 19-508-8, Compliance Schedules 

9. 19-508-24{i)(1), Ambient Air 
Standards 


Pursuant to the provisions of U.S.C. 
605(b), I hereby certify that the present 
rule will not have a significant economic 
impact on a substantial number of small 
entities since it only approves state 
actions. 

The Office of Management and Budget 
has exempted this rule from the 
requirements of Section 3 of Executive 
Order 12291. 

Under Section 307(b) of the Clean Air 
Act, judicial review of this action is 
available only by the filing of a petition 
for review in the United States Court of 
Appeals for the appropriate circuit 
within 60 days of today. Under section 
307(b)(2) of the Clean Air Act, the 
requirements which are the subject of 
today’ s Notice may not be challenged 
later in civil or criminal p 
brought by EPA to odaes these 
requirements. 

(Sec. 110{a) and 301(a), Clean Air Act, as 

amended (42 U.S.C. 7410{a) and 7601(a)) 
Dated: February 9, 1982. 

Anne M. Gorsuch, 

Administrator. 

Note.—Incorporation by reference of the 
State Implementation Plan for the State of 


Connecticut was approved by the Director of 
the Federal Register on July 1, 1981. 


Part 52 of Chapter I, Title 40 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations is amended 
as follows: 5 


Subpart H—Connecticut 
Section 52.370, paragraph 
amended by adding me eee (20) 


as follows: 





§ 52.370 identification of pian. 

(c) +e * 

(20) Revisions to meet ozone 
attainment requirements of Part D 
(Group If CTG regulations), the adoption 
of a lead standard and the revision of 
the ozone standard, submitted on 
December 15, 1980, are approved as 
follows: Regulations 19-508-20 (s), ft), 
(v), (w), a (bb), and (dd), Regulation 

19-508-8 and Regulation 19-508-24(i) (I). 
[FR Doc. 82-4119 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 amj 
BILLING CODE 6560-38-M 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 


ACTION: Notice of final rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: The purpose of today’s 
rulemaking is to announce final 
approval of a revision to the Michigan 
State Implementation Plan (SIP) for the 
Conoco Corporation in Berrien County. 
This revision approves Consent Order 
No. 17-1981 which establishes a 
compliance schedule for Conoco 
Company, Inc. to achieve the volatile 
organic compounds (VOC) limitations in 
R336.1609 by December 31, 1982. 

DATE: This action will be effective April 

19, 1982, unless notice is received on or 

before March 19, 1982 that someone 

wishes to submit critical or adverse 
comments. 

ADDRESSES: Copies of this SIP revision 

are available for review at the following 

addresses: 

Air Programs Branch, Region V, U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency, 230 
South Dearborn Street, Chicago, 
Illinois 60604 

Michigan Department of Natural 
Resources, Air Quality Division, State 
Secondary Government Complex, 
General Office Building, 7150 Harris 
Drive, Lansing, Michigan 48917 
Written comments on these actions 

should be sent to: Gary Gulezian, Chief, 

Regulatory Analysis Section, Air 

Programs Branch, Region V, U.S. 

Environmental Protection Agency, 230 

South Dearborn Street, Chicago, Hlinois 

60604. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Toni Lesser, Regulatory Analysis 

Section, Air Programs Branch, Region V, 


U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, 
230 South Dearborn Street, Chicago, 
Illinois 60604, (312) 886-6037. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
October 22, 1981, the State of Michigan 
submitted as a SIP revision Consent 
Order No. 17-1981 between Conoco, 
Inc., and the Michigan Air Pollution 
Control Commission. Consent Order No. 
17-1981 concerns the VOC emissions 
from the company’s truck gasoline 
loading rack bulk terminal loading rack. 
The Consent Order contains a detailed 
compliance schedule with the following 
increments: 

(1) Dates by which the company shall 
submit plans, specifications and 
applications for an installation permit; 

(2) Dates for control device 
manufacturers’ orders; 

(3} Dates for notification of beginning 
on-site installation of control devices; 

(4) Daie for notification of equipment 
operation; 

(5) Date for submission of detailed 
report of equipment testing; and 

(6) Date by which proof of attainment 
of the required VOC emission 
limitations shall be submitted. 

On May 6, 1980 (45 FR 29790), EPA 
conditionally approved R336.1603. The 
condition required the State to submit 
detailed compliance schedules for 
sources with compliance dates on or 
before December 31, 1982. 

EPA has reviewed the compliance 
plan contained in Consent Order No. 17- 
1981 and finds it to be consistent with 
Michigan's Rules R336.1603 and 
R336.1609, and with 40 CFR 51.15 and 
51.1(q). The final compliance date for 
Conoco, Inc. is December 31, 1962. This 
compliance plan is consistent with the 
attainment date of the ozone Nationa) 
Ambient Air Quality Standard. 
Therefore, EPA is approving Consent 
Order No. 17-1981 for Conoco, Inc. 

EPA has determined that this action is 
a noncontroversial rulemaking, since the 
Consent Order simply affirms a State 
action establishing interim compliance 
dates to supplement a final compliance 
date already adopted by the State. This 
action will be effective April 19, 1982. 
However, if EPA is notified by March 19, 
1982 that someone wishes to submit 
adverse or critical comments, this action 
will be withdrawn and a new 
rulemaking will propose this action and 
establish a comment period. 

Pursuant to the provisions of 5 U.S.C. 
Section 605{b), the Administrator 
certified on January 27, 1981 (46 FR 8709) 
that approvals of SIPs under Section 110 
or 172 of the Clean Air Act would not 
have a significant economic impact on a 
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substantial number of small entities. 
Today's action approves a State action 
for a site-specific source under Section 
110 of the Act. It imposes no 
requirements beyond those which the 
State has already imposed. 

This regulation was exempted from 
review by the Office of Management 
and Budget under Section 3 of Executive 
Order 12291. 

Under Section 307(b)(1) of the Clean 
Air Act, judicial review of this action is 
available only by the filing of a petition 
for review in the United States Court of 
Appeals for the appropriate circuit by 
April 19, 1982. Under Section 307({b)(2} of 
the Clean Air Act, the requirements 
which are the subject of today’s notice 
may not be challenged later in civil or 
criminal proceeding brought by EPA to 
enforce these requirements. Fi 

Note.—In tion by reference of the 
SIP for the State of Michigan was approved 
by the Director of Federal Register on July 1, 
1981. 

(Sec. 110, Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. Section 
7410}) 
Dated: February 9, 1982. 
Anne M. Gorsuch, 
Administrator. 


PART 52—APPROVAL AND 
PROMULGATION OF 
IMPLEMENTATION PLANS 


Part 52 of Chapter 1, Title 40 Code of 
Federal Regulations is amended as 
follows: 


Subpart X—Michigan 


1. Section 52.1170 is amended by 
adding paragraph (c)(50) as follows: 
§ 52.1170 . identification of pian. 

(c) * nee 

(50) On October 22, 1981, the State of 
Michigan submitted as a SIP revision 
Consent Order No. 17-1981, between 
Conoco, Inc., and the Michigan Air 
Pollution Control Commission. The 
Consent Order establishes a compliance 
schedule for Conoco, Inc. to achieve the 
Volatile Organic Compounds (VOC) 
limitations in R336.1609 by December 31, 
1982. 

2. Section 52.1175 is amended in the 
table to paragraph (e) by adding a 
compliance schedule for Conoco, Inc. 
alphabetically by county to read as 
follows: 

§ 52.1175 Compliance schedules. 


* * + * * 


{e) * * * 
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MICHIGAN 


Regulations involved 


+ + 


Date schedule 
adopted 


Berrien County ss 
Berrien Coumtty........00.. ~ 336.1603, R336.1609................ Sept. 26, 1984............. Dec. 31, 1982. 


* * * 


[FR Doc. 82-4118 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-38-M 


40 CFR Part 52 
[A-7-FRL-2046-7] 


Approval and Promuigation of 
Implementation Plans; State of 
Missouri 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Notice of receipt of submittal to 


satisfy conditions of plan approval. 


sumMaARY: In order to satisfy the 
requirements of Part D of the Clean Air 
Act, as amended, the State of Missouri 
revised its State Implementation Plan 
(SIP) in 1980 to include additional 
control of volatile organic compounds | 
(VOC) in the St. Louis ozone 
nonattainment area. On April 3, 1981, 
EPA conditionally approved one of 
Missouri's regulations. On December 21, 
1981, the state submitted a draft revision 
to the regulations for the purpose of 
fulfilling this condition. 

The purpose of this notice is to advise 
the public that the state has drafted a 
revision to the regulation to satisfy the 
condition. EPA is reviewing the material 
submitted and intends to issue a notice 
of final rulemaking if the state submits a 
final regulation which is substantially 
the same as the draft revisions. Until 
final action is published in the Federal 
Register, the conditional approval of the 
SIP is being continued. 

ADDRESSES: Copies of the state 
submission are available for inspection 
during normal business hours at the 
following locations: 


Environmental Protection Agency, Air 
Branch, 324 East 11th Street, Kansas 
City, Missouri 64106 

Environmental Protection Agency, 
Public Information Reference Unit, 401 
M Street, S.W., Room 2922, 
Washington, D.C. 20460 

Missouri Department of Natural 
Resources, 1101 Rear Southwest 
Boulevard, Jefferson City, Missouri 
65102 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

Wayne G. Leidwanger at (816) 374-3791 

(FTS) 758-3791. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On April 
3, 1981, EPA conditionally approved 
certain elements of Missouri's SIP with 
regard to the requirements of Section 
172(b) (2) and (3) of the Clean Air Act, 
as amended (46 FR 20172). Section 
172{b)(2) requires implementation of all 
reasonably available control measures 
as expeditiously as practicable as part 
of a control strategy to attain a National 
Ambient Air Quality Standard 
(NAAQS). Section 172(b)(3) requires 
reasonable further toward 
attainment of the NAAQS [in this case, 
the ozone standard) including such 
reduction in emissions from existing 
sources in nonattainment areas as may 
be obtained through the adoption, at a 
minimum, of reasonably available 
control technology (RACT). Missouri 
Rule 10 CSR 10-5.340, Control of 
Emissions from Rotogravure and 
Flexographic Printing Facilities, © 
applicable in the St. Louis area, 
contained minor deficiencies resulting in 
EPA's conditional approval on April 3, 
1981. The condition required the state to 
amend the regulation to require 
compliance by 1982 for those sources 
relying on add-on control equipment and 
to specify an extended compliance 
schedule involving the use of low 
solvent inks. The state agreed to correct 
these deficiencies and the changes were 
to be submitted by January 1, 1982. 

On December 1, 1981, the state 
published in the Missouri Register a 
proposed change to Rule 10 CSR 10- 
5.340 for the purpose of fulfilling this 
condition. This proposed revision was 
received by EPA on December 21, 1981. 
The Missouri Air Conservation 
Commission held a public hearing in 
record to this matter on January 20, 1982. 

The public is advised that the state 
has submitted a draft revision to the 
regulation. EPA is reviewing the 
material to determine if it complies with 
the requirements of the Clean Air Act 
and the condition promulgated by EPA. 
EPA intends to issue a notice of final 
rulemaking if the state submits final 
revisions to the regulation which are 
substantially the same as the draft 
changes. EPA's conditional approval of 
the Missouri SIP is being continued until 
final action is published in the Federal 
Register. 


Dated: January 29, 1982. 
John J. Franke, jr., 
[FR Doe. 82-4110 Piled 2-16-82; 6:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-38-m 


40 CFR Part 52 
[A-1-FRL-2042-4] 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Final rule. 


STATE: Maine. 

SUMMARY: The purpose of this Notice is 
to approve three State Implementation 
Plan (SIP) revisions which will 1) fulfill a 
condition of approval of Maine’s Total 
Suspended Particulate {TSP) attainment 
plan, 2) change the date by which 
Augusta must attain the secondary TSP 
standard, and 3) change Maine’s visible 
emissions regulation. The first SIP 
revision completes the requirements of 
Part D of the Clean Air Act for a fully 
approvable plan to attain and maintain 
the secondary TSP National Ambient 
Air Quality Standard. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: These approval actions 
will be effective on April 19, 1982 unless 
notice is received on or before March 19, 
1982 that someone wishes to submit 
adverse or critical comments. 
ADDRESSES: Copies of the submittal and 
EPA’s evaluation are available for 
public inspection during normal 
business hours at the Environmental 
Protection Agency, Room 1903, JFK 
Bldg., Boston, MA 02203; Public 
Information Reference Unit, 
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M 
St., SW., Washington, D.C. 20460; the 
Office of the Federal Register, 1100 L St., 
NW., Room 8401, Washington, D.C.; and 
the Bureau of Air Quality Control, Ray 
Bidg., Hospital Street, Augusta, Maine 
04330. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Linda Murphy, Air Branch, Room 1903, 
JFK Federal Blidg., Boston, MA 02203, 
(617) 223-4448. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: A Final 
Rulemaking Notice conditionally 
approving Maine's Part D State 
Implementation Plan (SIP) was 
published on February 19, 1980 (45 FR 
10766). Among the conditions for final 
approval was the submission of 
additional information concerning the 
control of total suspended particulate 
(TSP) emissions in Augusta. On October 





16, 1980 EPA published a Notice of 
Receipt in the Federal Register 
announcing the submittal, on July 31, 
1980, of revisions to Maine’s TSP 
attainment and maintenance plan, 

The Maine submittal included the 
purchase of a street sweeper to limit re- 
entrained road dust. A final rulemaking 
approving that attainment strategy was 
published on January 5, 1981 (46 FR 898). 
The July submittal also included a 
discussion of Maine's reasonably 
available control technology (RACT) 
determination for stationary sources in 
Augusta, and supplementary 
information was submitted on March 17, 
1981 concerning the RACT assessment. 
The March submittal included a copy of 
a revised air emissions license which 
requires improved combustion controls, 
thereby reducing emissions at the only 
stationary source in Augusta which had 
been determined to have a significant 
TSP impact. 

The combination of these efforts is 
expected to result in the attainment of 
the secondary TSP standard in Augusta 
no later than December 31, 1982. 
Therefore, on December 18, 1980, the 
Maine DEP requested an extension for 
attainment of the secondary TSP 
NAAQS from December 31, 1980 to 
December 31, 1982. 

EPA is approving these Maine 
revisions. These actions remove the 
remaining condition of the state’s Part D 
SIP approval, and the Maine plan is fully 
approved. Since these SIP revisions 
affect only one source and will reduce 
TSP emissions, this part of the 
rulemaking is considered 
noncontroversial. 

On August 7, 1980, the state submitted 
a SIP revision to Chapter 101, “Visible 
Emissions Regulation”. This new 
provision specifies opacity limitations 
for fuel-burning equipment, solid waste 
fuel burning equipment, general process 
sources, and air contaminant sources. 
Certain exemptions are applicable to 
cold start-up, unavoidable shutdowns 
and malfunctions. 

There are no EPA-specified opacity 
limits for existing sources (except those 
regulated under New Source 
Performance Standards). Although 
recent studies have developed 
mechanisms to relate opacity measures 
and particulate emissions at individual 
sources to date, no assessment of the 
overall air quality impact of this 
statewide revision or its exemptions is 
possible. However, the revision places 
the burden of proof with the facility to 
demonstrate that either emissions were 
held to a minimum during any 
exemption or that a malfunction was not 


reasonably preventable. Since opacity 
measures are used as an indicator of 
good operation and proper maintenance, 
EPA concurs with the state that the 
revision, which does not directly affect 
emissions, will not interfere with the 
attainment and maintenance of national 
ambient air quality standards. 
Consequently, EPA is approving this 
revision. Since this revision has already 
been adopted at the state level and will 
not interfere with air quality standards, 
this action is not considered 
controversial. 

Based on past experience with similar 
SIP revisions in Region I, no adverse or 
critical comments are expected. 
Therefore, these SIP revisions are being 
published as final rulemakings without 
going through proposed rulemakings. 
EPA believes that publishing proposed 
rulemakings is unnecessary. 

However, if notice is received on or 
before March 19, 1982, that someone 
wishes to submit adverse or critical 
comments on any of the actions, the 
questioned approval action or actions 
will be withdrawn by a notice which 
will be published in the Federal Register 
before the effective date. A separate 
notice will begin a new rulemaking by 
announcing a proposal of the action and 
establishing a comment period. If no 
such comments are received, the public 
is advised that these actions will be 
effective April 19, 1982. 

Pursuant to the provisions of U.S.C. 
Section 605(b) the Administrator has 
certified that SIP approvals under 
Sections 110 and 172 of the Clean Air 
Act will not have a significant economic 
impact on a substantial number of small 
entities. 46 FR 8709 (January 27, 1981). 
The attached rules constitute SIP 
approvals under Sections 110 and 172 
within the terms of the January 27 
certification. The actions only approve 
state actions and impose no new 
requirements. 

Under Executive Order 12291 EPA 
must judge whether regulations are 
“Major” and therefore subject to the 
requirements of a Regulatory Impact 
Analysis. These regulations are not 
Major because they only approve state 
actions. For the same reason, they are 
exempt from review by the Office of 
Management and Budget. 

After evaluation of the state’s 
submittal, the Administrator has 
determined that the Maine revisions 
meet the requirements of the Clean Air 
Act and 40 CFR Part 51. Accordingly, 
these revisions are approved as 
revisions to the Maine State 
Implementation Plan. 

Under Section 307(b)(1) of the Clean 
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Air Act, judicial review of these actions 
are available on/y by the filing of a 
petition for review in the United States 
Court of Appeals for the appropriate 
circuit within 60 days of today. Under 
Section 307(b)(2) of the Clean Air Act, 
the requirements which are the subject 
of today’s Notice may not be challenged 
later in civil or criminal proceedings 
brought by EPA to enforce these 
requirements. 

Secs. 110({a), 172, and 301(a), Clean Air Act, is 
amended (42 U.S.C. 7410(a), 7502, and 
7601(a)) 

Note.—Incorporation by reference of the 
State Implementation Plan for the State of 
Maine was approved by the Director of the 
Federal Register on July 1, 1981. 

Dated: February 9, 1982. 

Anne M. Gorsuch, 
Administrator. 


PART 52—APPROVAL AND 
PROMULGATION OF 
IMPLEMENTATION PLANS 


Subchapter U—Maine 


Part 52 of Chapter I, Title 40 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations is amended 
as follows: 


§ 52.1020 [Amended] 

1. Section 52.1020(c)(11) is amended 
by striking the phrase “on May 1, 1979, 
October 26, 1979, December 20, 1979, 
July 9, 1979 and July 31, 1980” and 
substituting in place thereof the phrase 
“on May 1, 1979; October 26, 1979; 
December 20, 1979; July 9, 1980; July 31, 
1980; December 18, 1980; March 17, 1981. 

Section 52.1020 is also amended by 
the addition of paragraph (c)(17) as 
follows: 


* * * * * 


(c) * kt & 

(17) Regulatory revisions to the plan 
containing changes to Chapter 101 
“Visible Emissions Regulation” 
submitted August 7, 1980. 


§ 52.1025 [Amended] 

2. Paragraph (e) of § 52.1025, Control 
Strategy: Particulate Matter, is hereby 
removed in its entirety. 


§ 52.1024 [Amended] 


3. In § 52.1024, Attainment Dates for 
National Standards, the table entry “f” 
on the line “Augusta” in the column 
“TSP-secondary” is revised to read “‘c”. 
[FR Doc. 82-4216 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6560-38-M 
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40 CFR Part 123 
[AH-8-FRL-2017-6] 


Montana; Phase | Interim Authorization 
for State Hazardous Waste 
Management Program 

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency, Region VIII. 

ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: The purpose of this Notice is 
to grant complete Phase I Interim 
Authorization to the State of Montana 
for its Hazardous Waste Management 
Program. 

The State of Montana was granted 
Interim Authorization on February 26, 
1981, for all of Phase I except the 
manifest system and the generator and 
transporter requirements. Effective 
October 1, 1981, Montana Senate Bill 242 
provides the State with adequate 
enforcement capabilities to allow EPA 
to grant them full Phase I Interim 
Authorization. A revised Memorandum 
of Agreement has been prepared which 
provides for State implementation of all 
Phase I responsibilities. An additional 
Attorney’s Statement, certifying that 
adequate penalties for generators are 
now provided by Montana statutes and 
regulations, has been prepared and 
submitted to EPA. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: February 17, 1982. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Jim Harris, U.S. EPA Region VIII 
Montana Office, 301 S. Park, Drawer 
10096, Helena, Montana 59626 (406) 449- 
5414, 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In the 
May 19, 1980, Federal Register (45 FR 
33063), EPA promulgated regulations 
pursuant to Subtitle C of RCRA, to 
protect human health and the 
environment from the improper 
management of hazardous waste. 
Included in these regulations, which 
became effective on November 19, 1980, 
were provisions for a transitional stage 
during which States could be granted 
Interim Authorization provided that 
State programs were determined to be 
substantially equivalent to the Federal 
program. The Interim Authorization 
process will be implemented in two 
phases corresponding to the two stages 
in which the underlying Federal program 
takes effect. 

The State of Montana was granted 
Interim Authorization in the February 
26, 1981 Federal Register (46 FR 14123) 
for all of Phase I except the manifest 
system and the generator and 
transporter requirements. The Federal 
Register notice stated that “when 
adequate penalties for generators are 
provided, the State of Montana will 


receive full Phase I Interim 
Authorization.” 

Montana State Senate Bill 212 became 
effective on October 1, 1981. SB212 
contains provisions for civil penalties of 
up to $10,000 per day and criminal 
penalties of up to $20,000 per day of 
violations. 

Persons who knowingly transport a 
hazardous waste to an unlicensed 
facility or who treat, store or dispose of 
wastes without a permit or who make 
misrepresentations on documents may 
be subject to a fine not to exceed $10,000 
or imprisonment of up to six months or 
both. 

Persons previously convicted of 
violating hazardous waste laws may be 
fined $20,000 per violation and may be 
imprisoned up to one year or both. 

The penalty provisions provided for 
by SB212 are adequate to comply with 
the requirements of 40 CFR 123.128(f) for 
generators; the only previously lacking 
authority as noted in 45 FR 14123. 

The February 26, 1981 Federal 
Register (45 FR 14123) also states that 
“Montana will not be required to 
resubmit its complete Phase I 
application, but must notify EPA when 
the authority becomes effective. A new 
Memorandum of Agreement will be 
executed and EPA will issue a Federal 
Register notice granting complete Phase 
I Authorization when the State authority 
becomes effective.” 

The-State of Montana submitted to 
EPA Region VIII on September 17, 1981, 
notice of the October 1, 1981 effective 
date of SB212 and a signed copy of the 
revised Memorandum of Agreement was 
changed to allow the State to implement 
the manifest system and the generator 
and transporter requirements of Phase I. 

EPA has reviewed the additional 
submittals for full Phase I Interim 
Authorization for the State of Montana. 
The Agency has determined that the 
generator, transporter and manifest 
portions which were heretofore subject 
to Federal regulations, are now 
substantially equivalent to the Phase I 
Federal program as defined in 40 CFR 
Part 123, Subpart F. In accordance with 
Section 3006(c) of RCRA, the State of 
Montana is hereby granted Interim 
Authorization to operate a hazardous 
waste program in lieu of Phase I of the 
Federal hazardous waste program. The 
practical effect of this decision is that 
generators, transporters, and owners 
and operators of hazardous waste 
management facilities in Montana will 
be subject to the State of Montana 
generator, transporter, and manifest 
regulations in lieu of the analogous 
Federal regulations {40 CFR Parts 262- 


263 and others) and will not again be 


subject to Phase I of the Federal 
rogram unless: 

(1) The State fails to obtain final 
authorization by the deadline specified 
in 3006(c) of RCRA and implementing 
regulations, or : 

(2) authorization is withdrawn for 
cause by EPA. 

Compliance with Executive Order 12291 

Executive Order {EO) 12291 (40 FR 
13193, February 19, 1981) requires that 
EPA prepare a Regulatory Impact 
Analysis for each major rule. The Order 
defines a “major rule” as any regulation 
that is likely to result in: 

(1) An annual effect on the economy 
of $100 million or more; 

(2) A major increase in costs or prices 
for consumers, individual industries, 
Federal, State, or local government 
agencies or geographic regions; 

(3) Significant adverse impact on 
competition, employment, productivity, 
innovation, or on the ability of United 
States-based enterprises to compete 
with foreign-based enterprises in 
domestic or export markets. 

EPA's decision to approve the 
generator, transporter, and manifest 
piece of the Phase I hazardous waste 
program in Montana is not a major - 
regulation because its effect is to 
suspend the applicability of certain 
Federal regulations in the State of 
Montana. In the absence of this 
decision, persons handling hazardous 
waste in Montana would have to comply 
with Parts 262-263 of Title 40 of the 
Code of Federal Regulations in addition . 
to all Montana hazardous waste 
management regulations. For this reason 
it is virtually inconceivable that this 
regulation would result in the significant 
impacts that characterize a “major 
regulation”. 

This regulation was submitted to the 
Office of Management and Budget 
(OMB) for review as required by 
Executive Order 12291. Any comments 
from OMB to EPA and any EPA 
response to those comments are 
available for public inspection in Room 
2711, U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency, 401 M Street, S.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20460, and are 
available for viewing from 9:00 a.m. to 
4:00 p.m. Monday to Friday, excluding 
holidays. * 

Authority 

This notice-is issued under the 
authority of sections 2002(a), 3006, and 
7004(b) of the Solid Waste Disposal Act, 
as amended by the Resource 
Conservation and Recovery Act of 1976, 
as amended, 42 U.S.C. 6912(a}, 6926, 
6974{b). 
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For the foregoing reasons, I have 
determined that Montana qualifies for 
full Phase I Interim Authorization. 
Steven J.Durham,_ - 

Regional Administrator, Region VIII. 


Subject: Montana Application for Complete 
Interim Authorization, Certification Under the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act 

Pursuant to the provisions of 5 U.S.C. 
605(b), I hereby certify that this authorization 
will not have a significant economic impact 
on a substantial number of small entities. The 
authorization suspends the applicability of 
certain Federal regulations in favor of the 
State program, thereby eliminating 
duplicative requirements for handlers of 
hazardous wastes in the State. It does not 
impose any new burdens on small entities. 
This rule, therefore, does not require a 
regulatory flexibility analysis. 

Dated: February 9, 1982. 
John W. Hernandez, Jr., 
Acting Administrator. 
[FR Doc. 82-4111 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-38-M 


40 CFR Part 180 
[PH-FRL-2051-8; PP of 2322/R395] 


Thiobencarb; Tolerances and 
Exemptions From Tolerances for 
Pesticide Chemicals in or on Raw 
Agricultural Commodities 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This rule establishes 

. tolerances for the combined residues of 
the herbicide thiobencarb andits_ . 
chlorobenzyl and chloropheny! moiety- 
containing metabolites in or on certain 
raw agricultural commodities. This 
regulation to establish the maximum 
permissible level for the combined 
residues of the herbicide was requested 
by Chevron Chemical Co., Ortho Div. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: February 17, 1982. 
ADDRESS: Written objections may be 
submitted to the: Hearing Clerk (A-110), 
Environmental Protection Agency, Rm. 
3708, 401 M St., SW., Washington; DC 
20460. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Richard F. Mountfort, Product Manager 
(PM) 23, Registration Division (TS- 
767C), Office of Pesticide Programs, 
Environmental Protection Agency, Rm. 
237, CM#2, 1921 Jefferson Davis 
Highway, Arlington, VA 22202, (703- 
557-1830). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: EPA 
issued a notice that published in the 
Federal Register of March 27, 1980 (45 
FR 20156) that Chevron Chemical Co., 
Ortho Div., 940 Hensley St., Richmond, 


CA 94804, had submitted pesticide 
petition OF 2322 to the EPA. The petition 
proposed that 40 CFR Part 180 be 
amended by establishing tolerances for 
the combined residues of the herbicide 
thiobencarb [S-[(4-chloropheny]) 
methyl]diethylcarbamothiate)]} 

and its chlorobenzyl and chlorophenyl 
moiety-containing metabolites (4- 
chlorobenzyl methy] sulfone, 4- 
chlorobenzoic acid, and conjugates 
containing the 4-chlorobenzylthio 
moiety) in or on the raw agricultural 
commodities rice grain; eggs; meat, fat, 
and meat byproducts of cattle, goats, 
hogs, horses, poultry, and sheep at 0.2 
part per million (ppm); rice straw at 1 
ppm; and milk at 0.05 ppm. The 
proposed tolerances were clarified by 
expressing in terms of the combined 
residues of thiobencarb and its 
chlorobenzy! and chloropheny! moiety- 
containing metabolites without specific 
reference to particular metabolites. No 
comments were received in response to 
the notice of filing. 

The data submitted in the petition and 
other relevant material have been 
evaluated. The toxicological data 
considered included: A rat oral lethal 
dose (LDso) with an LDso of 920 
milligrams (mg) per kilogram (kg) of ~ 
body weight (bw); a dominant lethal test 
(mouse) (negative); an Ames test 
(negative); a paired feeding study in 
rats; animal metabolism studies; an 
interim report of a rat teratology study 
with a no-observed-effect level (NOEL) 
of 25 mg/kg/day for fetotoxic effects; a 
mouse oncogenicity study negative for 
neoplastic effects at 1,600 ppm (highest 
dose tested) (classified as 
supplementary data); a 52-week interim 
report of an ongoing 2-year rat chronic 
feeding/oncogenicity study with a 
tentative NOEL of 20 ppm for systemic 
effects; and a delayed neurotoxicity 
study (chicken) with a NOEL of 1,600 
mg/kg (highest level tested). 

In addition to the above, extensive 
numbers of Industrial Biotest Laboratory 
(IBT) studies for thiobencarb including 
90-day and 2-year rat and dog feeding 
studies, rat and rabbit teratology studies 
were submitted to the Agency. These 
studies are considered invalid for 
various reasons. The IBT portion of the 
data base is not, by itself, acceptable to 
support these tolerances. A thorough 
examination of raw data for each of 
these studies, however, did not reveal 
any apparent significant reported or 
unreported adverse chronic effects. 
There are no suggestions of significant 
adverse chronic effects from any of the 
data for thiobencarb reviewed to date. 
Additional data to be submitted by the 
petitioner include a final report 
including fetal skeletal examination of 


the rat teratology study discussed 
above; an additional teratology study in 
a second species; a replacement multi- 
generation rat reproduction study; a 
final report for the ongoing 2-year rat 
chronic feeding/oncogenicity study; a 
replacement nonrodent (dog) feeding 
study of at least 1 year duration; tissue 
inventory for the mouse oncogenicity 
study and additional data relevant to 
the paired feeding study in rats. There 
are no regulatory actions pending 
against the registration of this chemical. 
The metabolism of thiobencarb in plants 
and animals is adequately understood 
and an analytical method (gas 
chromatography using’a flame 
photometric detector) is available for 
enforcement purposes. 

The pesticide is considered useful for 
the purpose for which the tolerances are 
sOught and it is concluded that the 
tolerances will protect the public health. 
Therefore, the tolerances are 
established in 40 CFR Part 180 as set 
forth below. 

Any person adversely affected by this 
regulation may, on or before March 19, 
1982, file written objections with the 
Hearing Clerk, at the address given 
above. Such objections should be 
submitted in quintuplicate and specify 
the provisions of the regulation deemed 
objectionable and the grounds for the 
objections. If a hearing is requested, the 
objections must state the issues for the 
hearing and the grounds for the 
objections. A hearing will be granted if 
the objections are supported by grounds 
legally sufficient to justify the relief 
sought. 

As required by Executive Order 12291, 
the EPA has determined that this rule is 
not a “Major” rule and therefore does 
not require a Regulatory Impact 
Analysis. In addition, the Office of 
Management and Budget (OMB) has 
exempted this proposed regulation from 
the OMB review requirements of 
Executive Order 12291, pursuant to 
section 8(b) of that Order. 

Pursuant to the requirements of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act (Pub. L. 96- 
534, 94 Stat. 1164, 5 U.S.C. 601-612), the 
Administrator has determined that 
regulations establishing new tolerances 
or raising tolerance levels or 
establishing exemptions from tolerance 
requirements do not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. A certification 
statement to this effect was published in 
the Federal Register of May 4, 1981 (46 
FR 24950). 

Effective on February 17, 1982. 


(Sec. 408(d)(2), 68 Stat. 512 (21 U.S.C. 
346a(d)(2))) 
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Dated: February 4, 1982. 
James M. Conlon, 
Acting Director, Office of Pesticide Programs. 


FOR PESTICIDE CHEMICALS IN OR ON 
RAW AGRICULTURAL COMMODITIES 


Therefore, 40 CFR Part 180 is 
amended by adding a new § 180.401 to 
read as follows: 


§ 180.401 Thiobencarb; tolerances for 
residues. 


Tolerances are established for the 
combined residues of the herbicide 
thiobencarb (S-{(4-chlorophenyl) 
methyl]diethylcarbamothioate) 
and its chlorobenzyl and chlorophenyl 
moiety-containing metabolites in or on 
the following raw agricultural 
commodities: 


Hig 


[FR Doc. 62-4115 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 6560-32-M 


40 CFR Part 256 
[SW-9-FRL-2020-8] 


Approval of the Arizona Solid Waste 
Management Plan 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency, Region 9. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


summany: As provided by the Resource 


Conservation and Recovery Act 
(RCRA), the State of Arizona has 
received Federal financial assistance for 
development of a State Solid Waste 
Management Plan. On August 25, 1981, 
the State of Arizona submitted to the 
U.S. Envirenmental Protection Agency 
(EPA) its adopted Solid Waste 
Managemen’ Plan. Today EPA is 
announcing its approval of the Arizona 
Solid Waste Management Plan. 


Approval of the Arizona plan indicates 
that the plan meets the requirements set 
forth in RCRA which provides for the 
identification of responsibilities for solid 
waste management; the encouragement 
of resource conservation and recovery; 
and the development and application of 
State controls to provide for 
environmentally sound solid waste 
disposal practices. 

The purpose of this notice is to inform 
the public that EPA is approving the 
Arizona Solid Waste Management Plan. 
This approval should be of special 
interest because of two provisions of 
RCRA. First, RCRA requires that 
effective with the date of approval, 
plans prohibit the establishment of open 
dumps in the State. Second, only states 
with approved plans can establish 
compliance schedules, for purposes of 
RCRA, for entities engaged in open 
dumping. These compliance schedules 
lead to the upgrading .of open dumps by 
September 13, 1984. Open dumping is 
prohibited by RCRA except where the 
practice is on a compliance schedule 
established under an EPA approved 
State plan. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: February 17, 1982. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Karen Schwinn, Hazardous Materials 
Branch, U.S. EPA, Region 9, 215 Fremont 
Street, San Francisco, CA 94105, (415) 
974-8178 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Background 

On July 31, 1979, (44 FR 45066) EPA 
published Guidelines for the 
Development and Implementation of 
State Solid Waste Management Plans. 
These guidelines were required by 
Section 4002(b) of the Solid Waste 
Disposal Act, as amended by the 
Resource Conservation and Recovery 
Act of 1976 (RCRA). 

The guidelines reflected the statutory 
requirements for State plans and 
recommended methods and procedures 
to meet those requirements. Under 
Section 4007 of RCRA, the 
Administrator approves State plans 
which meet the requirements of 
paragraphs (1), (2), (3), and'(5) of Section 
4003 of RCRA and which contain 
provisions for revisions. Briefly, these 
requirements are: 

1. The plan shall identify the 
responsibilities of State, local and 
regional authorities in the 
implementation of the State plan; the 
distribution of Federal funds to the 
authorities responsible for development 
and implementation of the State plan; 
and the means for ting regional 
planning and implementation under the 
State plan; 


2. The plan shall prohibit the 
establishment of new open dumps 
within the State and contain 
requirements that all solid waste shall 
be utilized for resource recovery or 
disposed of in sanitary-landfills, as 
defined by Section 4004{a) of RCRA, or 
otherwise disposed of in an 
environmentally sound manner. The 
State prohibition must be effective as of 
the date on which EPA approves the 
plan; 

3. The plan shall provide for the 
closing or upgrading of all existing open 
dumps within the State; 

4. The plan shall provide that no local 
government within the State shall be 
prohibited under State or local law from 
entering into long-term contracts for the 
supply of solid waste to resource 
recovery facilities; and 

5. The plan must contain specific. 
provisions for revision. 

The guidelines also addressed Section 
4005 of RCRA which requires a 
mechanism in the State plan for the 
establishment of compliance schedules 
for entities engaged in the prohibited act 
of open dumping. The plan must provide 
that, in attempting to obtain such 
compliance schedules, entities must 
demonstrate their inability to utilize 
other public or private alternatives to 
comply with the prohibition. 


Response to Public Comments 


On November 4, 1981, (46 FR 54772) a 
notice was published in the Federal 
Register inviting the public to submit 
written comments on the Arizona Solid 
Waste Management Plan by December 
4, 1981. One comment was received 
during this period. The comment did not 
specifically pertain to the Arizona plan 
but was a general statement opposing 
any restriction on the use of single 
service products. The commentor asked 
that the statements of three public 
health associations be considered by 
EPA and the States in formulating any 


. Tesource conservation policy. In 


response, with regard to resource 
conservation, the guidelines state that to 
comply with Sections 4003(2) and (6) of 
RCRA, “the State plan shall provide for 
a policy and strategy for encouragement 
of resource recovery and conservation 
activities.” However, it is the 
prerogative of each State to decide 
precisely what that State's policy will 
be. Presently, nothing in the Arizona 
plan restricts the use of single service 
products as an option in food service. 
Finding 

Section 4007 of RCRA contains the 
statutory policy for approval of State 
plans. The authority to approve State 





plans under Section 4007:of RCRA ‘has 
been delegated to the Regional 
Administrator. EPA has reviewed the 
solid waste management plan submitted 
by the State of Arizona-and has found 
that the Arizona plan meets ‘the 
requirements of RCRA for:approval. 
Under authority of Section 4007 of 
RCRA, EPA hereby approves the 
Arizona Solid Waste Management Plan. 
The plan prohibits the establishment of 
open dumps. The plan also provides for 
compliance schedules for entities 
engaged in open dumping wherethose 
entities can demonstrate that they are 
unable to utilize other public or private 
alternatives for solid waste management 
to.comply with the RCRA. prohibition of 
open dumping. As of this.date, entities 
engaged in open.dumping may, pursuant 
to the.plan, approach the State for 
further information on compliance 
schedules and necessary 
demonstrations. The RCRA prohibition 
of open dumping does not.extend to 
open dumping under such compliance 
schedules. 


Compliance With Executive Order 12291 


Under Executive Order 12291 effective 
February 17, 1981, EPA must judge 
whether a rule ‘is “major” and, therefore, 
subject to the requirement for'a 
Regulatory Impact.Analysis. Approval 
of the Arizona Solid Waste Management 
Plan is nota “major rule” because it 
doesnot result in an annual effect on 
the economy of $100 million or more; 
result in increases in costs or prices; or 
pose significant adverse effects on 
competition, employment, investment, 
productivity, innovation or the ability of 
United States-based enterprises to 
compete with foreign-based enterprises 
in domestic or export markets. 

Any costs which the State or'the 
regulated community must incur to 
satisfy the plan arise, not from this 
approval'(which is prescribed by 
Section.4007{a).of RCRA), but because 
the plan complies with the earlier 
requirements issued by EPA 
(“Guidelines for Development and 
Implementation of State Solid Waste 
Management Plans,” 40 CFR Part 256, 
and the “Griteria ‘for Classification of 
Solid Waste Disposal Facilities and 
Practices”, 40 CFR Part 257). Today's 
action neither alters these earlier 
regulatory requirements nor imposes 
new or additional costs. 

This notice of approval was submitted 
to the Office of Management and Budget 
for review under Executive Order 12291. 


(90.Stat. 2817, 42 USC 6947) 


Dated: December 22, 1981. 
Sonia F. Crow, 
Regional Administrator. 
Subject: Approval-of the Arizona Solid Waste 
Management Plan, Certification Under the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act 

I certify under’5 U.S:C. 605(b) that the 
approval of the Arizona:solid waste 
management plan will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial:number of 
small entities. This Approval will reduce 
burdens.on.smell.entities:by.establishing.a 
mechanism to insulate them from citizen suits 
to enforce the open.dumping prohibition. This 
rule, therefore, does not require a regulatory 
flexibility analysis. 

Dated: February'8, 1982. 
Anne ™. Gorsuch, 
Administrator. 
[FR Doc.82~4109 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-38-M 


40 CFR Part 256 
[SW-9-FAL-2021-1] 


Approval of the California Solid Waste 
Management Plan 

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency, Region:9. 

ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY:.As provided by the Resource 
Conservation and Recovery Act 
(RCRA), the State of California:has 
received Federal financial assistance for 
development of a State Solid Waste 
Management Plan. On November'6, 
1981, the State-of California submitted to 
the U.S. Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA) its adopted Solid Waste 
Management Plan. Today, EPA is 
announcing its approval.of the 
California:Solid Waste Management 
Plan. Approval of the California plan 
indicates that the plan meets the 
requirements set forth in RCRA, which 
provides for the identification of 
responsibilities for solid.waste 
management; the encouragement of 
resource. conservation and recovery;.and 
the development and application of 
State controls :to provide for 
environmentally sound.solid waste 
disposal practices. 

The purpose of this notice is to.inform 
the public 'that EPA is approving 'the 
California Solid Waste:Management 
Plan. This: approval should be:of special 
interest because:of ‘two provisions of 
RCRA. First, RCRA requires that 
effective with the date of approval, 
plans prohibit the establishment of open 
dumps in the State. Second, only States 
with approved plans:can establish 
compliance schedules, for purposes of 
RCRA, for entities engaged.in open 
dumping. These compliance schedules 
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lead to the upgrading of facilities 
classified as open dumps.by September 
13, 1984. Open dumping is prohibited by 
RCRA except where the practice is on a 
compliance schedule established under 
an EPA approved State plan. 

‘EFFECTIVE DATE: February 17, 1962. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Karen Schwinn, Hazardous Materials 
Branch, U.S. EPA, Region 9, 215 Fremont 
Street, San Francisco, CA ‘94105, '(415) 
974-8178. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Background 


On July 31, 1979, (44 FR 45066) EPA 
published Guidelines for the 
Development.and:Implementation of 
State Solid Waste: Management Plans. 
These guidelines were required by 
Section 4002(b) of the Solid Waste 
Disposal Act, as amended by the 
Resource Conservation and Recovery 
Act of 1976 (RCRA). 

The guidelines reflected the statutory 
requirements for State plans.and 
recommended methods and procedures 
to meet.those.requirements. Under 
Section 4007 of RCRA, the 
Administrator approves State plans 
‘which meet the requirements-of 
paragraphs (1), (2), (3), and (5) of Section 
4003 of RCRA.and which contain 

-provisions for revisions. Briefly, these 
Tequirements.are: 

1. The plan shall identify the 
responsibilities of State, local.and 
regional authorities in the 
implementation of the State plan; the 
distribution of Federal funds to ‘the 
authorities responsible for development 
and implementation.of the State plan; 
and the means for coordinating regional 
planning and implementation under the 
State plan; 

2. The plan shall prohibit the 
establishment of newopen:dumps 
within the State and contain 
requirements ‘that-all solid waste shall 
be utilized for resource recovery or 
disposed of in sanitary landfills, as 
defined by Section 4004({a) of RCRA, or 
otherwise disposed of in an 
environmentally sound ‘manner. The 
State prohibition must be effective.as.of 
the date on which EPA approves the 
plan; 

3. The plan:shall provide for the 
closing or upgrading-of all existing open 
dumps within the State; 

4. The plan:shall provide that:no local 
government within the State shall be 
prohibited under State.or local.law from 
entering into long-term.contracts for the 

“of. solid waste to resource 
recovery facilities; and 
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5. The plan must contain specific 
provisions for revision. 

The guidelines also addressed Section 
4005 of RCRA which requires a 
mechanism in the State plan for 
establishment of compliance schedules 
for entities engaged in the prohibited act 
of open dumping. The plan must provide 
that, in attempting to obtain such 
compliance schedules, entities must 
demonstrate their inability to utilize 
other public or private alternatives to 
comply with the prohibition. 


Response to Public Comments 


On November 4, 1981, (46 FR 54772) a 
notice was published in the Federal 
Register inviting the pubiic to submit 
written comments on the California 
Solid Waste Management Plan by 
December 4, 1981. One comment was 
received during this period. The 
comment did not specifically pertain to 
the California plan but was a general 
statement opposing any restriction on 
the use of single service products. The 
commentor asked that the statements of 
three public health associations be 
considered by EPA and the States in 
formulating any resource conservation 
policy. In response, with regard to 
resource conservation, the guidelines 
state that to comply with Sections 4003 
(2) and (6) of RCRA, “the State plan 
shall provide for a policy and strategy 
for encouragement of resource recovery 
and conservation activities.” However, 
it is the prerogative of each State to 
decide precisely what that State’s policy 
will be. Presently, nothing in the 
California plan restricts the use of single 
service products as an option in food 
service. 

Finding 

Section 4007 of RCRA contains the 
statutory policy for approval of State 
plans. The authority to approve State 
plans under Section 4007 of RCRA has 
been delegated to the Regional 
Administrator. EPA has reviewed the 
Solid Waste Management Plan 
submitted by the State of California and 
has found that the California plan meets 
the requirements of RCRA for approval. 
Under authority of Section 4007 of 
RCRA, EPA hereby approves the 
California Solid Waste Management 
Plan. The plan prohibits the 
establishment of open dumps. The plan 
also provides for compliance schedules 
for entities engaged in open dumping 
where those entities can demonstrate 
that they are unable to utilize other 
public or private alternatives for solid 
waste management to comply with the 
RCRA prohibition of open dumping. As 
of this date, entities engaged in open 
dumping may, pursuant to the plan, 


approach the State for further 
information on compliance schedules 
and necessary demonstrations. The 
RCRA prohibition of open dumping does 
not extend to open dumping under such 
compliance schedules. 


Compliance With Executive Order 12291 


Under Executive Order 12291 effective 
February 17, 1981, EPA must judge 
whether a rule is “major” and, therefore, 
subject to the requirement for a 
Regulatory Impact Analysis. Approval 
of the California Solid Waste 
Management Plan is not a “major rule” 
because it does not result in an annual 
effect on the economy of $100 million or 
more; result in increases in costs or 
prices; or pose significant adverse 
effects on competition, employment, 
investment, productivity, innovation or 
the ability of United States-based 
enterprises to compete with foreign- 
based enterprises in domestic or export 
markets. 

Any costs which the State or the 
regulated community must incur to 
satisfy the plan arise, not from this 
approval (which is prescribed by 
Section 4007(a) of RCRA), but because 
the plan complies with the earlier 
requirements issued by EPA. 
(“Guidelines for Development and 
Implementation of State Solid Waste 
Management Plans,” 40 CFR Part 256, 
and the “Criteria for Classification of 
Solid Waste Disposal Facilities and 
Practices”, 40 CFR Part 257.) Today’s 
action neither alters these earlier 
regulatory requirements nor imposes 
new or additional costs. 

This notice of approval was submitted 
to the Office of Management and Budget 
for review under Executive Order 12291. 


(90 Stat. 2817, 42 USC 6947) 
Dated: December 22, 1981. 

Sonia F. Crow, 

Regional Administrator. 


Subject: Approval of the California Solid 
Waste Management Plan, Certification Under 
the Regulatory Flexibility Act 

I certify under 5 U.S.C. 605(b) that the 
approval of the California Solid Waste 
Management Plan will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial number of 
small entities. This A; will reduce 
burdens on small entities by establishing a 
mechanism to insulate them from citizen suits 
to enforce the open dumping prohibition. This 
rule, therefore, does not require a regulatory 
flexibility analysis. 


Dated: February 8, 1982. 


Anne M. Gorsuch, 
Administrator. 


[FR Doc. 62-4108 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am) 
BILLING CODE 6560-38-M 


40 CFR Parts 405, 406, 407, 422, 424, 
426, 429, and 432 


{WH-FRL 1985-2] 


Best Conventional Pollutant Control 
Technology; Withdrawal of Provisions 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency. 
ACTION: Withdrawal of final rules. 


sumMARY: On August 29, 1979, the 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
promulgated regulations establishing 
“best conventional pollutant control 
technology” (BCT) effluent limitations 
for 41 industrial subcategories. These 
regulations have been recently 
remanded to EPA to change the scope of 
the BCT methodology and to correct 
errors in some of the underlying 
calculations. Accordingly, EPA is 
withdrawing those regulations for which 
BCT limitations require higher levels of 
conventional pollutant control than 
“best practicable contro! technology 
currently available” (BPT) limitations. In 
addition, EPA is withdrawing the BCT 
limitations for the Timber category, for 
which the effective date was previously 
suspended. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: February 17, 1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ms. Renee Rico, Office of Analyis and 
Evaluation, 401 M St., S.W., (WH-586), 
Washington, D.C. 20460; (202) 426-2617. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Background 

On August 29, 1979, EPA promulgated 
“best conventional pollutant control 
technology” (BCT) effluent limitations 
guidelines for 41 industrial 
subcategories. 44 FR 50732. 

EPA also published at that time its 
methodology for developing BCT 
effluent limitations. Under this 
methodology, a BCT limitation is 
considered to have satisfied the “cost 
reasonableness” assessment required by 
section 304(b)(4)(B) of the Clean Water 
Act (CWA) if the incremental costs to 
publicly owned treatment works 
(“POTWs”) to remove conventional 
pollutants (BODs, TSS, fecal coliform, 
pH, and oil and grease) are greater than 
the incremental costs incurred by 
industrial dischargers to remove such 
pollutants. If no BCT limitation for an 
industrial category or subcategory 
satisfies the cost reasonableness test, 
control of conventional pollutants is 
effected by the applicable BPT 
regulations. 

The POTW cost comparison 
was based on the incremental costs and 
increased levels of removal achieved 





when.a- POTW was. upgraded from 
“secondary treatment” to “advanced 
secondary treatment.” EPA determined 
that this cost for removal was.$1.15 per 
pound in 1976 dollars (the “BCT 
benchmark” or “POTW cost: comparison 
figure”). 

Basis for Withdrawal 


On July 28, 1981, the U.S. Court of 
Appeals for the Fourth Circuit remanded 
these regulations to the Agency. 
American Paper Institute v.. EPA, No. 
79-1511. The Court held that the CWA 
requires EPA to:consider:two 
“reasonableness” tests as part of the 
BCT methodology: An industry cost- 
effectiveness test and a publicly owned 
treatment works (POTW) cost 
comparision test. While the Court found 
that the POTW test EPA 
used was authorized’ by the CWA, it 
remanded ‘the to EPA 
because nes the Agency's failure to 

separate industry cost- 
ofidiiamnioantant test. Moreover, in response 
to EPA's recent discovery that the $1.15 
POTW cost comparison figure was 
calculated.incorrectly (because of errors 
in certain.critical graphs used in its 
computation), the Court also. remanded 
the regulations in order for EPA to 
correct the.data errors. 

As a result of the Court's remand in 
these’two-areas, it‘is not now possible to 
determine whether the effluent 
limitations guidelines promulgated in 
1979-satisfy the statutory-criteria. 
Therefore, EPA:is withdrawing many of 
the 1979 guidelines until a proper BCT 
assessment can be performed. For the 
‘same reason, EPA iis 
BCT limitations for the Timber category 
that were in January 1981. 
(The effective date of this regulation had 
already been:suspended.on.April’7, 
1981, 46 FR 19936.) : However, since BPT 
represents the minimal level of control 
required by law for conventional 
pollutant limitations, those current BCT 
limitations which equal BPT will be 


level of-control than BPT, BCT rules are 
sepemenanes 
ping with this withdrawal, 

EPA's Office of Enforcement.has 
already issued.a memorandum 
requesting that EPA Regional authorities 
responsible for issuance of National 
Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
Casa permits.supend the issuance 

-of permits containing conventional 


limitations based.on BCT until the BCT 
issues are.resolved. Where these 
limitations.are based.on water quality 
standards, these limitations will not-be 
affected. In those cases where 
dischargers have already received an 
NPDES permit based on the withdrawn 
limitations, they may apply for a permit 
modification.on the,grounds that 
relevant portions.of the regulations were 
remanded by the Court and withdrawn 
by EPA. While 40 CFR 122.15(a)(3)(ii) 
requires that.such requests must be ‘filed 
within 90 days.of the Court's decision 
(July 28, 1981) whether or.not EPA 
publishes a’Federal Register notice 
withdrawing or suspending the 
regulations, permittees may request a 
modification for'90.days from 
publication.of this withdrawal notice 
pursuant to 40 CFR°122:15(a)(3)(i). 

Over the next months, EPA will be 
developing the cost-effectiveness test 
required by the Court, assessing the 
desirability of revising the underlying 
methodology for calculating the POTW 
cost comparison figure, correcting its 
calculations and examining new data 
which have'been ‘developed :since 1979. 
These activities will also serve-as the 
reassessment of BCT required by the 
March 25, 2981 directive-of the 
Presidential Task Force-on: Regulatory 
Relief. Finally, EPA will'be reviewing 
closely ‘the technological basis forthe 
1979 guidelines to-:determine whether 
those BCT limitations.are:still:sound. At 
the end. of the review process, EPA will 
publish:a Federal Register notice:setting 
forth the Agency's plans ‘for:revising ‘the 


withdrawn regulations. 


Regulatory Impact Analysis 


Under Executive Order 12291, EPA 
must judge whether a regulation is 
“major” and thereforesubject*to the 
requirements of a Regulatory Impact 
Analysis. 

EPA's withdrawal ofthe BCT 
guidelines does not.constitute a “major” 
regulation since it will not have.a major 
financial or adverse impact.on.any 
entity. Therefore, EPA concludes a 
Regulatory Impact Analysis is not 
required. 

This withdrawal was submitted to the 
Office of Management and Budget 
(OMB) for review.as required by 
Executive Order 12291. 


Effective Date 


The withdrawal of specific parts:of 40 
CFR Parts 400-460.as described below is 
effective immediately. Ordinarily, EPA 
would propose these withdrawals for 
public comment and allow 30 days 
before making « final rule effective. 
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However, EPA believes that good.cause 
exists to promulgate this withdrawal 
without public.comments..As the rule is 
clearly defective, public. comment is 
unnecessary. Further, EPA ‘believes the 
resulting delay in taking. corrective 
action would be-contrary to the public 
interest. Finally, because ‘the public is 
currently relying:on:defective 
regulations, EPA believes there is good 
cause to:make the withdrawal.effective 
immediately. 


(Secs. 301 and 304, Clean Water Act,'(Federal 
Water Pollution‘Control.Act Amendments .of 
1972 (33.U.S:C..1251,et.seq,), as.amended.by 
Clean Water Act of 1977, Pub. L..95-2177)) 

Dated: February-9, 1982. 

John ‘W. ‘Hernandez, 
Acting Administrator. 

For the reasons set out in the 
preamble, Parts 405,406, 407,422, 426, 
429, and.432,. Subchapter N:of Title 40, 
Code of Federal Regulations, are 
amended.as:set forth below. 


405.127 :(Removed.and reserved] 


1. 40 CFR, Subchapter 'N, Part-405 for 
the Dairy Products'Processing Industry 
Point Source Category is amended ‘by 
removing §§ 405.17 405.27, 405.37, 405.47, 
405.57, 405.67, 405.77, 405.87, 405.97, 
405.107, and 405.127, and reserving the 
section numbers for future wse. 


PART 406—GRAIN MILLS POINT 
SOURCE CATEGORY 


§§ 406.27, 406.67,-406.87, 406.107 
[Removed and reserved] 

2. 40 CFR ‘Subchapter N, Part-406 for 
the ‘Grain! Mills Point Source‘Category ‘is 
amended by removing '§'§ 406.27, 406:67, 
406.97, and 406.107, and reserving ‘the 
section numbers for future-use. 


PART 407—CANNED AND 
PRESERVED FRUITS AND 
VEGETABLES PROCESSING POINT 


§§ 407.17, 407.27, 407:37, 407357, 
(Removed and reserved] 


3. 40.CFR Subchapter N Part 407 for 
the Canned and Preserved Fruits and 
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Vegetables Processing Point Source 
Category is amended by removing 
§§ 407.17(a), 407.27(a), 407.37, and 
407.57, and reserving the section 
numbers for future use. 


PART 422—PHOSPHATE 
MANUFACTURING POINT SOURCE 
CATEGORY 


§ 422.67 [Removed and reserved] 


4. 40 CFR Subchapter N Part 422 for 
the Phosphate Manufacturing Point 
Source Category is amended by 
removing § 422.67, and reserving the 
section numbers for future use. 


PART 424—FERROALLOY 
MANUFACTURING POINT SOURCE 
CATEGORY 


§§ 424.17, 424.27, 424.37 [Removed and 
reserved] 


5. 40 CFR Subchapter N Part 424 for 
the Ferroalloy Manufacturing Point 
Source Category is amended by 
removing §§ 424.17, 424.27, and 424.37, 
and reserving the section numbers for 
future use. 


PART 426—GLASS MANUFACTURING 
POINT SOURCE CATEGORY 


§§ 426.17 and 426.47 [Removed and 
reserved] 

6. 40 CFR Subchapter N Part 426 for 
the Glass Manufacturing Point Source 
Category is amended by removing 
§§ 426.17 and 426.47, and reserving the 
section numbers for future use. 


PART 429—TIMBER PRODUCTS 
PROCESSING POINT SOURCE 
CATEGORY 


§§ 429.62 and 429.152 [Removed and 
reserved] 

7. 40 CFR Subchapter N Part 429 for 
the Timber Products Processing Point 
Source Category is amended by 
removing §§ 429.62 and 429.152 and 
reserving the section numbers for future 
use. 


PART 432—MEAT PRODUCTS POINT 
SOURCE CATEGORY 


§§ 432.57 and 432.107 [Removed and 
reserved] 


8. 40 CFR Subchapter N Part 432 for 
the Meat Products Point Source 
Category is amended by removing 
§§ 432.57 and 432.107, and reserving the 
section numbers for future use. 

[FR Doc. 82-4107 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-29-M 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 


- Office of the Secretary 


41 CFR Parts 3-1 and 3-7 
Small Business and Disadvantaged 
Business Concerns; Procurement 


AGENCY: Department of Health and 
Human Services. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: The Office of the Secretary, 


Department of Health and Human— 
Services is amending the Department's 
procurement regulations by adding a 
revised subpart on small and 
disadvantaged business concerns. This 
subpart implements and supplements 
the corresponding subpart in the Federal 
Procurement Regulations (41 CFR 
Chapter 1, Subpart 1-1.7). 

EFFECTIVE DATE: This amendment is 
effective February 17, 1982. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
E. S. Lanham, Division of Procurement 
Policy, OPAP-OPAL-OASMB-OS, 
Room 539-H, Hubert H. Humphrey 
Building, 200 Independence Avenue, 
SW., Washington, D.C. 20201 (202-245- 
8791). 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: As a 
result of the enactment of Public Law 
95-507, which amended the Small 
Business Act and the Small Business 
Investinent Act of 1958, the Office of 
Federal Procurement Policy (OFPP) 
issued policy letters prescribing the use 
of clauses and procedures designed to 
maximize subcontracting opportunities 
for small business concerns and small 
business concerns owned and controlled 
by socially and economically 
disadvantaged individuals. The policy 
letters were subsequently implemented 
in the Federal Procurement Regulations 
(FPR) by FPR Temporary Regulation 50 
and Supplements 1 and 2, followed by 
the Department's issuance of interim 
guidance based on the OFPP and FPR 
documents. 

The purpose of this amendment is to 
codify that interim guidance and to 
update and elaborate upon the existing 
procedures in Subpart 3-1.7, Small 
Business Concerns. As a result of this 
amendment, the existing Subpart 3-1.7, 
Small Business Concerns, is being 
cancelled and the new Subpart 3-1.7, 
Small and Disadvantaged Business 
Concerns, is replacing it. 

Subpart 3-1.7, Small and 
Disadvantaged Business Concerns, 
describes the role and responsibilities of 
the Office of Small and Disadvantaged 
Business Utilization and the small and 
disadvantaged business utilization 


specialist, the Small Business 
Administration and its Procurement 
Center Representative, and the 
contracting officer and the departmental 
procuring activity. It provides small 
business contracting procedures, 
disadvantaged business contracting 
procedures, and small and 
disadvantaged business subcontracting 
procedures. The subpart also contains 
guidance based on recent Small 


.Business Administration directives. 


It is the policy of the Department to 
allow time for interested parties to 
participate in the rulemaking process. 
However, since the amendment is 
administrative in nature, the public 
rulemaking process was deemed 
unnecessary in this instance. The 
provisions of this amendment are issued 
under 5 U.S.C. 301; 40 U.S.C. 486{c). 

The Department has determined that 
this rule will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. 


Therefore, Title 41 CFR Chapter 3 is 
amended as set forth below. 


Dated: February 2, 1982. 
Matthias Lasker, 
Acting Deputy Assistant Secretary for 
Procurement, Assistance, and Logistics. 


PART 3-1—GENERAL 


1. Under Part 3-1, General, Subpart 3- 
1.7, is revised to read as set forth below. 
In addition, the table of contents for Part 
3-1 is amended by revising the entries 
for Subpart 3-1.7 to read as follows: 


Subpart 3-1.7—Smail and Disadvantaged 
Business Concerns 


Sec. 

3-1.704 Agency program direction and 
operation. 

3-1.704-1 Office of Small and 
Disadvantaged Business Utilization. 

3-1.704-2 Small and disadvantaged 
business utilization specialist. 

3-1.705 Cooperation with the Small 
Business Administration. 

3-1.705-1 General. 

3-1.706 Procurement set-asides for small 
business. 

3-1.706-1 General. 

3-1.706-2 Review of set-aside proposals. 

3-1.706-3 Withdrawal or modification of 
set-asides. 

3-1.706-50 Small business class set-aside 
for construction, repair, and alteration 
work. 

3-1.706-51 Contract payments. 

3-1.710 Subcontracting with small business 
and small disadvantaged business 
concerns. 

3-1.710-1 General. 

3-1.710-2 Small and small disadvantaged 
business subcontracting p 

3-1.710-3 Required clause and solicitation 
provisions. 





Sec. 

3-1.710-4 Responsibilities of the contracting — 
officer. 

3-1.710-5 Responsibilities of the SADBUS. 

3-1.710-6 Responsibilities of the SBA’s 
resident Procurement Center 
Representative. 

3-1.710-7 Commercial products. 

3-1.713 Contracts with the Small Business 
Administration. 

3-1.713-1 Authority. 

3-1.713-2 Policy. 

3-1.713-50 Procurement of technical 
requirements. 

3-1.750 Federal procurement conferences. 


Subpart 3-1.7—Smail and 
Disadvantaged Business Concerns 


§3-1.704 Agency program direction and 
operation. 


§ 3-1.704-1 Office of Small and 
Disadvantaged Business Utilization. 

(a) The functional management 
responsibilities for the Department's 
small business, disadvantaged business, 
and labor surplus area programs are 
delegated to the Director of the Office of 
Small and Disadvantaged Business 
Utilization. In that capacity, the Director 

ig responsible for: 

1) Recommending to the Under 
Secretary overall Department-wide 
operating concepts and policies relating 
to the Department's small business, 
disadvantaged business, and labor 
surplus area programs; 

(2) Implementing policy decisions 
through the issuance of operating 
procedures (Operating Divisions 
(OPDIVs) may develop alternative 
procedures for achieving departmental 
policy, goals, and objectives. However, 
any change in procedures must be 
approved by the Under Secretary); 

(3) Reviewing and evaluating the 
Department's policies, practices, and 
procedures pertaining to the 
disadvantaged business, small business, 
and labor surplus area programs, as well 
as recommending changes or corrective 
actions to the OPDIV heads or to the 
Under Secretary, as appropriate; 

(4) Providing the Under Secretary with 
regular appraisals of performance and 
quality of effort, including timely 
notification of significant problems, 
events, and accomplishments, and the 
need for changes in Department-wide 
objectives and policies; and 

(5) Providing technical assistance and 
support to the small and disadvantaged 
business utilization specialists. 

(b) The Director of the Office of Small 
and Disadvantaged Business Utilization 
is authorized to: 

(1) Establish standards, procedures 
and operating guidelines controlling the 
manner in which the small business, 
disadvantaged business, and labor 


surplus areas programs are conducted 
, throughout the Department; 

(2) Provide advice on proposed 
allocations of personnel, funds, and 
other resources in light of the total 
needs of the Department; 

(3) Prescribe, after coordination with 
appropriate concerned personnel, 
reporting requirements necessary to 
preserve openness in reporting, identify 
emerging problems, monitor 
Department-wide activity, and provide a 
basis for appraisal and evaluation of 
performance. To the maximum extent, 
these reporting requirements will be 
satisfied through existing Department- 
wide reporting systems or by making 
modifications to them; 

(4) Conduct surveys and reviews of 
operating practices in the OPDIVs and 
regional offices; and 

(5) Communicate directly with the 
small and disadvantaged business 
utilization specialists to assist them in 
carrying out their individual and 
collective responsibilities. 


§ 3-1.704-2 Small and disadvantaged 
business utilization specialist. 


(a) The Head of each OPDIV shall 
appoint a qualified full time small and 
disadvantaged business utilization 
specialist (SADBUS) in the following 
activities: Office of Human Development 
Services (OHDS), Health Care Financing 
Administration (HCFA), Social Security 
Administration (SSA), Public Heaith 
Service (PHS), to include the Food and 
Drug Administration (FDA), Health 
Resources Administration (HRA), 
National Institutes of Health (NIH), 
Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and Mental Health 
Administration (ADAMHA), Centers for 
Disease Control (CDC), Health Services 
Administration (HSA), and 
Administrative Services Center (ASC). 
A SADBUS shall also be appointed for 
the Office of the Secretary (OS), Office 
of Facilities Engineering (OFE), and for 
each Regional Office. In the regions, a 
SADBUS shall also be appointed for 
each Regional Operations for Facilities 
Engineering and Construction. As 
deemed necessary, additional small and 
disadvantaged business utilization 
specialists may be appointed in larger 
procuring activities. 

(b) When the volume of contracting 
does not warrant assignment of a full- 
time small and disadvantaged business 
utilization specialist, an individual shall 
be appointed as the specialist on a part- 
time basis. The responsibilities of this 
assignment shall take precedence over 
other responsibilities. The specialist 
shall be responsible directly to the 
appointing authority and shall be at an 
organizational level outside the direct 
procurement chain of command; i.e., 
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should report directly to the principal 
official responsible for procurement, 
where appropriate. 

(c) The Director of the Office of Small 
and Disadvantaged Business Utilization 
will exercise functional management 
authority over small and disadvantaged 
business utilization specialists regarding 
small business, disadvantaged business, 


_ and labor surplus area matters. 


Appointments of small and 
disadvantaged business utilization 
specialists shall only be made after 
consultation with the Director of the 
Office of Small and Disadvantaged 
Business Utilization (OSDBU). A copy of 
each appointment and termination of 
appointment of specialists shall be 
forwarded to the Director, OSDBU. 

(d) The small and disadvantaged 
business utilization specialist shall 
perform the following duties, as 
determined to be appropriate to the 
activity by the appointing official or by 
the Director of the Office of Small and 
Disadvantaged Business Utilization. The 
SADBUS shall: 

(1) Maintain a program designed to 
locate capable small business, 
disadvantaged business, and labor 
surplus area business sources for 
current and future procurements, 
through SBA or by using other methods; 

(2) Coordinate inquiries and requests 
for advice from small business, 
disadvantaged business, and labor 
surplus area business concerns on 
procurement matters; 

(3) Prior to the issuance of 
solicitations (or contract modifications 
for additional supplies or services) in 
excess of $10,000, which have not been 
reviewed according to the procedures in 
§ 3-1.706-2 and which have not been 
reserved or set-aside by the contracting 
officer, review the contracting officer's 
justification for such action; 

(4) Assure that small business, 
disadvantaged business, and labor 
surplus area concerns are provided 
adequate specifications or drawings by 
initiating actions, in writing, with 
appropriate technical and contracting 
personnel to ensure that all necessary 
specifications or drawings for current 
and future acquisitions, as appropriate, 
are available; 

(5) Review proposed requirements for 
possible breakout of items suitable for 
procurement from small business, 
disadvantaged business, and labor 
surplus area concerns; 

(6) Assure that financial assistance, 
available under existing regulations, is 
offered, and that requests by small 
business concerns for proper assistance 
are not treated as a handicap in the 
award of contracts; 
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(7) Participate in determinations 
concerning responsibility of prospective 
contractors whenever small business 
concerns are involved; 

(8) Participate in the evaluation of a 
prime contractor's small business, labor 
surplus area, and disadvantaged 
business subcontracting plans; 

(9) Advise and assist contracting 
officers in discharging their 
responsibilities by: 

(i) Monitoring and reviewing 
contractor performance to determine 
compliance with small and small 
disadvantaged business subcontracting 
plans, and 

(ii) Developing and maintaining 
records and reports that reflect such 
compliance or noncompliance; 

(10) Review and make appropriate 
recommendations to the contracting 
officer on proposals to furnish 
Government-owned facilities to 
contractors if this action may enhance 
the small business program; 

(11) Assure that the participation of 
small businesses, disadvantaged 
businesses, and labor surplus area 
concerns is accurately reported; 

(12) Make available to SBA copies of 
solicitations when so requested; 

(13) When a bid or offer from a small 
business, disadvantaged business, or 
labor surplus area concern has been 
rejected for nonresponsiveness or 
nonresponsibility, upon request, aid, 
counsel and assist that firm in 
understanding requirements for 
responsiveness and responsibility so 
that the firm may be able to qualify for 
future awards; 

(14) Participate in government- 
industry conferences to assist small 
business, disadvantaged business, and 
labor surplus area concerns, including 
Business Opportunity/Federal 
Procurement Conferences, Minority 
Business Enterprises Procurement 
Seminars, and Business Opportunity 
Committee meetings; 

(15) Advise potential sources how 
they can obtain information about 
formally advertised and negotiated 
procurements; 

(16) Brief the head of the procuring 
activity at least once quarterly 
concerning the status of the activity’s 
small business, disadvantaged business, 
and labor surplus area programs in 
relation to goals and objectives 
established; 

(17) Participate in the development, 
implementation, and review of 
automated source systems to assure that 
the interest of small business, 
disadvantaged business and labor 
surplus area concerns are fully 
considered; 


(18) Assure that the organization 
maintains a list of products and services 
which are categorized as repetitive 
small business set-asides; 

(19) Provide small business, 
disadvantaged business, and labor 
surplus area concerns information 
regarding assistance available from 
Federal agencies such as the Small 
Business Administration, Minority 
Business Development Agency, Bureau 
of Indian Affairs, Economic 
Development Administration, National 
Science Foundation, Department of 
Labor, and others, including State 
agencies and trade associations; 

(20) Be responsible for establishing an 
education and training program for 
personnel whose duties and functions 
affect the activity’s small business, 
disadvantaged business and labor 
surplus areas programs; and 

(21) Participate in interagency 
programs relating to small business, 
disadvantaged business, and labor 
surplus area matters as authorized by 
the Director of the Office of Small and 
Disadvantaged Business Utilization. 


§ 3-1.705 Cooperation with the Smali 
Business Administration. 


§ 3-1.705-1 General. 

' All HHS procuring activities are 
responsible for consulting and 
cooperating with SBA in carrying out the 
purposes of the Small Business Act. 


§ 3-1.706 Procurement set-asides for 
small business. 


§ 3-1.706-1 General. 


(a)}-{b) [Reserved] 

(c) Implementation. (1) An individual 
procurement or class of procurements 
shall be set-aside entirely for small 
business-labor surplus area concerns or 
small business concerns or labor surplus 
area concerns when the contracting 
officer is able to identify two or more 
qualified sources, and there is 
reasonable expectation that responses . 
will be received from small business- 
labor surplus area concerns, or small 
business concerns, or labor surplus area 
concerns to ensure adequate 
competition. In the event a total set- 
aside is inappropriate, a partial set- 
aside shall be considered, in which case 
the same criteria for a total set-aside . 
shall be applied by the contracting 
officer. 

(2) Determinations for set-asides shall 
be made by the SADBUS and the 
contracting officer, using Form HHS- 
653, Small Business-Labor Surplus Set- 
Aside Review Form. The SADBUS, if 
necessary, will identify, using various 
sources, small and labor surplus area 


business concerns capable of performing 
contracts. 


§ 3-1.706-2 Review of set-aside 
proposals. 


The SADBUS shall review individual 
procurements to determine whether 
award can be made to the Small 
Business Administration pursuant to 
section 8{a) of the Small Business Act. 
When the requirement cannot be 
awarded to the Small Business 
Administration pursuant to section 8{a), 
the SADBUS shall determine whether 
the requirement can be set-aside under 
one of the set-aside priorities in § 1- 
1.706-1(a). The SADBUS'’ set-aside 
recommendations shall be entered on 
Form HHS-653, with the reasons for the 
type of set-aside recommended or the 
reasons for recommending against a set- 
aside. The form.shall ultimately be 
placed in the contract file. Upon receipt 
of the SADBUS’ recommendation, the 
contracting officer shall promptly 
approve or disapprove the 
recommendation and state in writing the 
reasons for disapproval. If the 
contracting officer disapproves the small 
and disadvantaged business utilization 
specialist's affirmative recommendation, 
the case shall be promptly referred to 
the SBA resident Procurement Center 
Representative (PCR) that is assigned to 
the activity (if one is assigned and 
available) for review. The PCR will 
either concur in the decision of the 
contracting officer or appeal the case to 
the head of the procuring activity or his/ 
her designee in accordance with § 1- 
1.706-2(a)(1). No further appeal action 
will be taken by the small and 
disadvantaged business utilization 
specialist. However, if a PCR is not 
assigned or available, and the 
contracting officer notifies the SADBUS 
of his/her decision against the set-aside, 
the SADBUS may appeal, in writing, to 
the head of the procuring activity (HPA) 
or his/her designee for a final decision. 
A memorandum of the decision by the 
HPA shall be attached to the review 
form and placed in the contract file. 
After receipt of a final decision by the 
HPA, and if the decision approves the 
action of the contracting officer, the 
SADBUS shall forward, for information 
and management purposes, complete 
documentation of the case to the 
OSDBU Director. Documentation 
transmitted shall include, as a minimum, 
a copy of the appeal memorandum 
submitted to the HPA, a copy of the IFB 
or RFP, a list of sources solicited, a copy 
of the Form HHS-653 and attachments 
completed by the SADBUS and the 
contracting officer, a copy of the HPA’s 
decision, and all other written material 





considered by the HPA in arriving at the 
decision. The SADBUS'’ transmittal 
memorandum shall contain an 
affirmative statement that the 
attachments constitute the complete file 
reviewed and considered by the HPA in 
making the final decision. 


§ 3-1.706-3 Withdrawal or modification of 
set-asides. 


Concurrent with the notification to the 
SBA PCR or liaison, telephone 
notificaton regarding all set-aside 
withdrawals shall be furnished to the 
OSDBU Director by the SADBUS. 


§ 3-1.706-50 Small business class set- 
aside for construction, repair, and 
alteration work. 

A small business class set-aside is 
considered to have been made for each 
proposed procurement for construction, 
repair, and alteration work in an 
estimated amount ranging from $2,500 to 
$2 million. Accordingly, the contracting 
officer shall set aside for small business 
each proposed procurement. If, in his/ 
her judgment, the particular 
procurement falling within the dollar 
limits specified above is unsuitable for a 
set-aside for exclusive small business 
participation, the procedure set forth in 
§ 1-1.706-3 shall apply. Proposed 
procurements for construction, repair, 
and alteration work in an estimated 
amount of more than $2 million shall be 
processed on a case by case basis. 


§ 3-1.706-51 Contract payments. 


Contract payments to small business 
concerns must be made on a timely 
basis. Payment of an invoice or voucher 
must be made within 30 days after 
receipt of the invoice or voucher or from 
acceptance of the goods or services (see 
§ 3-50.803(b)(3) of Procurement Manual 
Circular HEW(HHS)-78.1). Each invoice 
or voucher from a small business 
concern not sent directly to the servicing 
finance office, but received by the 
contracting activity, shall be stamped or 
otherwise identified for expedited 
payment before it is forwarded to the 
servicing finance office. 


§3-1.710 Subcontracting with small 
business and small disadvantaged business 
concerns. 


§3-1.710-1 General. 


(a) It is the policy of this Department 
that small business concerns and small 
business concerns owned and controlled 
by-socially and economically 
disadvantaged individuals have the 
maximum practical opportunity to 
participate as subcontractors in the 
performance of contracts awarded by 
the Department. 


- {b) The following definitions are 
applicable to this section: 

(1) “Small business concern” is 
defined in § 1-1.701-1(a). 

(2) “Small business concerns owned 
and controlled by socially and 
economically disadvantaged 
individuals” means a small business 
concern (i) which is at least 51 percent 
owned by one or more socially and 
economically disadvantaged 
individuals, or, in the case of any 
publicly owned business, at least 51 
percent of the stock is owned by one or 
more socially and economically 
disadvantaged individuals; and (ii) 
whose management and daily business 
operations are controlled by one or 
more of the referenced individuals. 

Socially and economically 
disadvantaged individuals include 
members of the following groups: Black 
Americans, Hispanic Americans, Native 
Americans (American Indians, Eskimos, 
Aleuts, and native Hawaiians), and 
Asian-Pacific Americans (U.S. citizens 
whose origins are from Japan, China, the 
Philippines, Vietnam, Korea, Samoa, 
Guam, the U.S. Trust Territories of the 
Pacific, Northern Marianas, Laos, 
Cambodia, and Taiwan). Other 
individuals may qualify as socially and 
economically disadvantaged under 
procedures separately established by 
the Small Business Administration. The 
Office of Minority Small Business and 
Capital Ownership Development in SBA 
has the final authority to determine the 
eligibility of a concern to be designated 
as a small disadvantaged business and 
will answer inquiries from prime 
contractors and others regarding 
eligibility. 

(3) “Self certification” refers to the 
concept that contractors, acting in good 
faith, may rely on the written 
representations by their subcontractors 
regarding their status as either a small 
business concern or a small business 
concern owned and controlled by 
socially and economically 
disadvantaged individuals. 

(4) “Subcontract”, as used in this 
section, means any agreement (other 
than one involving an employer- 
employee relationship) entered into by a 
Federal Government prime contractor or 
subcontractor calling for supplies or 
services required for the performance of 
the original contract or subcontract. 

(5) “Commercial products” are 
defined as products in regular 
production which are sold in substantial 
quantities to the general public and/or 
industry at established market or 
catalog prices. A product which, in the 
opinion of the contracting officer, differs 
only insignificantly from the contractor's 
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commercial product may be regarded as 
a “commercial product.” 

(c) The contracting officer must obtain 
a satisfactory subcontracting plan prior 
to the award of the contract. The dollar 
value of all option quantities or 
proposed incremental funding actions 
shall be included in determining 
whether the procurement meets the 
dollar threshold requiring a 
subcontracting plan. The subcontracting 
plan shall be based on the total value of 
the procurement which will include the 
value of all option quantities or funding 
actions. If the option is not exercised, 
the contractor should not be bound by 
that portion of the plan relating to the 
option items. 

(d) In the case of letter contracts (see 
§ 3-3.408) requiring a subcontracting 
plan, the contracting officer shall obtain 
a satisfactory plan no later than 90 days 
after award of the letter contract or 
before definitization, whichever comes 
first. 

(e) During the source selection process 
for negotiated procurements, 
subcontracting plans may be requested 
from all firms determined to be in the 
competitive range for negotiation with 
the apparent successful offeror. 

(f) The offeror’s/bidder's 
subcontracting plan for small business 
concerns shall be judged independently 
of the subcontracting plan for small 
business concerns owned and controlled 
by socially and economically 
disadvantaged persons. 


§ 3-1.710-2 Small and small 
disadvantaged business subcontracting 
program. 

The small and small disadvantaged 


business subcontracting program 
requires Government prime contractors 


' to assume an affirmative obligation with 


respect to subcontracting with small 
business and small disadvantaged 
business concerns. In contracts over 
$10,000, the contractor assumes the 
obligation of accomplishing the 
maximum amount of small and small 
disadvantaged business subcontracting 
which is consistent with the efficient 
performance of the contract. This is 
prescribed by the contract clause 
“Utilization of Small Business Concerns 
and Small Business Concerns Owned 
and Controlled by Socially and 
Economically Disadvantaged 
Individuals.” In contracts which may 
exceed $500,000 ($1 million for 
construction of a public facility), the 
contractor is required to submit a 
subcontracting plan, prior to award of 
the contract, indicating specific actions 
to be accomplished in aw 

subcontracts to small and sm: 
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disadvantaged business concerns. These 
are described in the solicitation 
provisions in § 3-1.710-3(b) and (c). 


§ 3-1.710-3 Required clause and 
solicitation provisions. 


(a) The clause “Utilization of Small 
Business Concerns and Small Business 
Concerns Owned and Controlled by 
Socially and Economically 
Disadvantaged Individuals” in § 3- 
7.5030 shall be included in all contracts 
exceeding $10,000 except contracts for 
services which are personal in nature 
and contracts, including all related 
subcontracts, which are to be performed 
entirely outside any State, territory, or 
possession of the United States, the 
District of Columbia, or the 
Commonwealth of Puerto Rico. 


(b)(1) The following provision shall be 
included in all solicitations for 
negotiated contracts or amendments or 
modifications (including contracts and 
modifications awarded on a sole source 
basis) which offer subcontracting 
possibilities, are expected to exceed 
$500,000 ($1 million for the construction 
of any public facility), and are required 
to include the clause “Utilization of 
Small Business Concerns and Small 
Business Concerns Owned and 
Controlled by Socially and 
Economically Disadvantaged 
Individuals.” However, the following 
provision is not to be included in any 
solicitation for a requirement which has 
been set aside for small business 
concerns or which is to be procured 
under the section 8(a) program. 


Small Business and Small Disadvantaged 
Business Subcontracting Plan (Negotiated) 


(a) This provision does not apply to small 
business concerns. 

(b) The term “subcontract” means any 
agreement (other than one involving an 
employer-employee relationship) entered into 
by a Federal Government prime contractor or 
subcontractor calling for supplies or services 
required for the performance of the original 
contract or subcontract. & 

(c) The offeror acknowledges that it is 
aware of the subcontracting plan 
requirements in this provision; and if it is the 
apparent successful offeror, and if the 
contract offers subcontracting possibilities, 
agrees to negotiate a plan which includes: 

(1) Percentage goals (expressed in terms of 
percentage of total planned subcontracting 
dollars) for the utilization as subcontractors 
of small business concerns and small 
business concerns owned and controlled by 
socially and economically disadvantaged 
individuals. (For the purpose of the 
subcontracting plan, the Contractor may 
include all purchases which contribute to the 
performance of the contract, including a 
proportionate share of products, services, 
etc., whose costs are normally allocated as 
indirect or overhead costs.) . 


As part of its establishment of percentage 
the apparent successful offeror shall 
also include in its subcontracting plan: 

(i) A statement of: (A) total dollars planned 
to be subcontracted; (B) total dollars planned 
to be subcontracted to small business; and 
(C) total dollars planned to be subcontracted 
to small disadvantaged business. 

(ii) A description of the principal product 
and service areas to be subcontracted and an 
identification of those areas where it is 
planned to use (A) small business ; 
subcontractors, and (B) small disadvantaged 
business subcontractors. 

(iii) A statement of the method used in 
developing proposed subcontracting goals for 
(A) small business, (B) small disadvantaged 
business concerns (e.g., did the offeror use for 
subcontract solicitation purposes company 
source lists, the small business and 
disadvantaged small business source 
identification system provided by the Small 
Business Administration's Procurement 
Automated Source System, the National 
Minority Purchasing Council Vendor 
Information Service, the Office of Minority 
Business Data Center in the Department of 
Commerce, and the facilities of local small 
business and minority associations?). 

(iv) If the offeror includes indirect and 
overhead costs as an element in establishing 
the goals in the subcontracting plan, the 
method used in determining the proportionate 
share of indirect and overhead costs incurred 
with (A) small business, and (B) small 
disadvantaged business subcontractors shall 
be explained. 

(2) The name of an individual within the 
employ of the offeror who will administer the 
subcontracting program of the offeror and a 
description of the duties of such individual; 

(3) A description of the efforts the offeror 
will take to assure that small business 
concerns and small business concerns owned 
and controlled by socially and economically 
disadvantaged individuals will have an 
equitable opportunity to compete for 
subcontracts; 

(4) Assurances that the offeror will include 
the clause entitled “Utilization of Small 
Business Concerns and Small Business 
Concerns Owned and Controlled by Socially 
and Economically Disadvantaged 
Individuals” in all subcontracts which offer 
further subcontracting opportunities and to 
require all subcontractors (except small 
business concerns) which receive 
subcontracts in excess of $500,000, or in the 
case of a contract for the construction of any 
public facility, $1 million, to adopt and 
comply with a plan similar to the plan agreed 
to by the offeror. Such assurances shall 
describe the offeror’s procedures for the 
review, approval, and monitoring for 
compliance with such plans; 

(5) Assurances that the offeror will submit 
such periodic reports and cooperate in any 
studies or surveys as may be required by the 
contracting agency or the Small Business 
Administration in order to determine the 
extent of compliance by the offeror with 
subcontracting plans; and 

(6) A recitation of the types of records the 
offeror will maintain to demonstrate 
procedures which have been adopted to 
comply with the requirements and goals set 


forth in the plan, including the establishment 
of source lists of small business concerns and 
small business concerns owned and 
controlled by socially and economically 
disadvantaged individuals; and efforts to 
identify and award subcontracts to such 
small business concerns. The records shall 
include at least the following (these records 
may be maintained on a plant-wide or 
company-wide basis unless otherwise 
indicated): 

(i) Small and disadvantaged business 
sources lists, guides and other data 
identifying small and small disadvantaged 
business vendors. 

(ii) Organizations contacted for small and 
disadvantaged business sources. 

(iii) On a contract-by-contract basis, 
records on all subcontract solicitations over 
$100,000, indicating on each solicitation (A) 
whether small business was solicited, and if 
not why not; (B) whether small 
disadvantaged business was solicited, and if 
not why not; and (C) reasons for the failure of 
solicited small business or small 
disadvantaged business to receive the 
subcontract award. This requirement does 
not apply to a plan submitted pursuant to 
paragraph (f) of this provision. 

(iv) Records to support other outreach 
efforts: 

¢ Contacts with minority and small 
business trade associations; 

¢ Contacts with business development 
organizations; 

¢ Attendance at small and minority 
business procurement conferences and trade 
fairs. 

(v) Records to support internal activities to 
guide and encourage buyers: 

© Workshops, seminars, training programs, 
etc. 

¢ Monitoring activities to evaluate 
compliance. F 

(vi) On a contract-by-contract basis, 
records to support award data submitted to 
the Government to include name and address 
of subcontractor. This requirement does not 
apply to a plan submitted pursuant to 
paragraph (f) of this provision. 

(d) The offeror understands that; 

(1) No contract will be awarded unless and 
until an acceptable plan is negotiated with 
the Contracting Officer which plan will be 
incorporated into the contract, as a material 
part thereof. 

(2) An acceptable plan must, in the 
determination of the Contracting Officer, 
provide the maximum ae opportunity 
for small business concerns and small 
business concerns owned and controlled by 
socially and economically disadvantaged 
persons to participate in the performance of 
the contract. 

(3) If a subcontracting plan acceptable to 
the Contracting Officer is not negotiated 
within the time limits precribed by the 
contracting activity and such failure arises 
out of causes within the control and with the 
fault or negligence of the offeror, the offeror 
shall be ineligible for an award. The 
Contracting Officer shall notify the 
Contractor in writing of the reasons for 
determining a subcontracting plan to be 
unacceptable. Such notice shall be given 





early enough in the negotiation process to 
allow the Contractor to modify the plan 
within the time limits prescribed. 

(4) Prior compliance of the offeror with 
other such subcontracting plans under 
previous contracts will be considered by the 
Contracting Officer in determining the 
responsibility of the offeror for award of the 
contract. 

(5) It is the offeror’s responsibility to 
develop a satisfactory subcontracting plan 
with respect to both small business concerns 
and small business concerns owned and 
controlled by socially and economically 
disadvantaged individuals and that each such 
aspect of the offeror’s plan will be judged 
independent of the other. 

(6) The offeror will submit, as required by 
the Contracting Officer, subcontracting 
reports in accordance with the instruction 
thereon, and as further directed by the 
Contracting Officer: Subcontractors will also 
submit these reports to the Government's 
Contracting Officer or as otherwise directed, 
with a copy to the prime Contractor's 
designated small and disadvantaged business 
liaison. 

(e) The failure of any Contractor or 
subcontractor to comply in good faith with: 

(1) The clause entitled “Utilization of Small 
Business Concerns and Small Business 
- Concerns Owned and Controlled by Socially 
and Economically Disadvantaged 
Individuals,” or 

(2) An approved plan required by this 
“Small Business and Small Disadvantaged 
Business Subcontracting Plan (Negotiated)” 
provision, will be a material breach of such 
contract or subcontract. 

(f) If a commercial product (defined below) 
is offered, the required subcontracting plan 
may relate to the company’s production 
generally (both for commercial and ° 
noncommercial products) rather than solely 
to the item being procured under the 
Government contract. In such cases, the 
Contractor shall be required to submit one 
company-wide annual plan to be reviewed 
for approval by the first agency with which it 
enters into a prime contract (which requires a 
subcontracting plan) during the fiscal year, or 
by another agency satisfactory to the 
Contracting Officer. The approved plan will 
remain in effect for the company's entire 
fiscal year for all of the company’s or 
division’s commercial products. 

The term “commercial products” means 
products in regular sounanae sold in 
substantial quantities to the general public 
and/or industry at established market or 
catalog prices. A product which, in the 
opinion of the Contracting Officer, differs 
only insignificantly from the Contractor's 
commercial product may be regarded for the 
purpose of this clause as a commercial 
product. 


(2) Whenever the preceding provision 
is included in a solicitation, a 
notification must also be included that 
advises prospective offerors that 
subcontracting plans may be requested 
from all concerns determined to be in 
the competitive range for negotiation 
with the apparent successful offeror. 


(c) The following provision shall be 
included in all solicitations for formally 
advertised contracts or amendments or 
modifications which offer . 
subcontracting possibilities, are 
expected to exceed $500,000 (1 million 
for the construction of any public 
facility), and are required to include the 
clause “Utilization of Small Business 
Concerns and Small Business Concerns 
Owned and Controlled by Socially and 
Economically Disadvantaged 
Individuals.” However, the following 
provision is not to be included in any 
solicitation for a requirement which has 
been set aside for small business 
concerns or which is to be procured 
under the section 8({a) program. 


Small Business and Small Disadvantaged 
Business Subcontracting Plan (Advertised) 

(a) This provision does not apply to small 
business concerns. 

(b) The term “subcontract” means any 
agreement (other than one involving an 
employer-employee relationship) entered into 
by a Federal Government prime contractor or 
subcontractor calling for supplies or services 
required for the performance of the original 
contract or subcontract. 

(c) The bidder acknowledges that it is 
aware of the subcontracting plan requirement 
in this provision; and if selected for award, 
will submit within the time specified by the 
Contracting Officer a subcontracting plan 
that will afford the maximum practicable 
opportunity to participate in the performance 
of the contract to small and small 
disadvantaged concerns, and will include: 

(1) Percentage goals (expressed in terms of 
percentage of total planned subcontracting 
dollars) for the utilization as subcontractors 
of small business concerns and small 
business concerns owned and controlled by 
socially and economically disadvantaged 
individuals; [For the purposes of the 
subcontracting plan, the Contractor may 
include all purchases which contribute to the 
performance of the contract, including a 
proportionate share of products, services, 
etc., whose costs are normally allocated as 
indirect or overhead costs.] 

As part of its establishment of percentage 
goals the apparent successful bidder shall 
also include in its subcontracting plan: 

(i) A statement of: (A) total dollars planned 
to be subcontracted; (B) total dollars planned 
to be subcontracted to small business; and 
(C) total dollars planned to be subcontracted 
to small disadvantaged business. 

(ii) A description of the principal product 
and service areas to be subcontracted and an 
identification of those areas where it is 
planned to use (A) small business 


subcontractors, and (B) small disadvantaged 


business subcontractors. 

(2) The name of an individual within the 
employ of the bidder who will administer the 
bidder's subcontracting and a 
description of the duties of such individual; 

(3) A description of the efforts the bidder 
will take to assure that small business 
concerns and small business concerns owned 
and controlled by socially and economically 
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disadvantaged individuals will have an 
equitable opportunity to compete for 
subcontracts; 

(4) Assurances that the bidder will include 
the clause entitled “Utilization of Small 
Business Concerns and Small Business 
Concerns Owned and Controlled by Socially 
and Economically Disadvantaged 
Individuals” in all subcontracts which offer 
further subcontracting opportunities and to 
require all subcontractors (except small 
business concerns) which receive 
subcontracts in excess of $500,000, or in the 
case of a contract for the construction of any 
public facility, $1 million, to adopt and 
comply with a plan similar to the plan agreed 
to by the bidder. 

(5) Assurances that the bidder will submit 
such periodic reports and cooperate in any 
studies or surveys as may be required by the 
contracting agency or the Small Business 
Administration in order to determine the 
extent of compliance by the bidder with 
subcontracting plan; and 

(6) A recitation of the types of records the 
successful bidder will maintain to 
demonstrate procedures which have been 
adopted to comply with the requirements and 
goals set forth in the plan including the 
establishment of source lists of small 
business concerns and small business - 
concerns owned and controlled by socially 
and economically disadvantaged individuals; 
and efforts to identify and award 
subcontracts to such small business 
concerns. The record shall include at least 
the following (these records may be 
maintained on a plant-wide or company-wide 
basis unless otherwise indicated): 

(i) Small and disadvantaged business 
source lists, guides and other data identifying 
small and small disadvantaged business 
vendors. 

(ii) Organizations contacted for small and 
disadvantaged business sources. 

(iii) On a contract-by-contract basis, 
records on all subcontract solicitations over 
$100,000 indicating on each solicitation (A) 
whether small business wag solicited, and if 
not why not; (B) whether smail 
disadvantaged business was solicited, and if 
not why not; and (C) reasons for the failure of 
solicited small business or small 
disadvantaged business to receive the 
subcontract award. This requirement does 
not apply to a plan submitted pursuant to 
paragraph (f.) of this provision. 

(iv) Records to support other outreach 
efforts: 

¢ Contacts with minority and small 
business trade associations, 

¢ Contacts with business development 
organizations, 

e Attendance at smail and minority 
business procurement conferences and trade 

airs. 


(v) Records to support internal activities to 
guide and encourage buyers: 

© Workshops, seminars, training programs, 

¢ Monitoring activities to evaluate 
compliance. 

(vi) On a contract-by-contract basis, 
records to support award data submitted to 
the Government to include name and address 
of subcontractor. This requirement does not 
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apply to a plan submitted pursuant to 

_ Paragraph (£.) of this provision. 

(d) The bidder understands that: 

(1) It agrees to carry out the Government's 


the performance of the contract, consistent 
with its efficient performance. 

(2) If it does not submit a subcontracting 
plan within the time limits prescribed by the 
contracting agency, it will be ineligible to be 
awarded the contract. 

(3) Prior compliance of the bidder with 
other such subcontracting plans under 
previous contracts will be cehdned by the 
Contracting Officer in determining the 
responsibility of the bidder for award of the 
contract. 

(4) It is the bidder’s responsibility to 
develop a subcontracting plan with respect to 
both small business concerns and small 
business concerns owned and controlled by 
socially and economically disadvantaged 
individuals and that each such aspect of the 
plan will be judged independently of the 
other. 

(e) The failure of any Contractor or 
subcontractor to comply in good faith with: 

(1) The clause entitled “Utilization of Small 
Business Concerns and Small Business 
Concerns Owned and Controlled by Socially 
and Economically Disadvantaged 
Individuals,” or 

(2) The terms of any subcontracting plan 
required by this “Small Business and Small 
Disadvantaged Business Subcontracting Plan 
(Advertised)” provision, will be a material 
breach of the contract or subcontract. 

(f) If a commercial product (defined below) 
is offered, the required subcontracting plan 
may relate to the company’s or division's 
production generally (both for commercial 
and noncommercial products) rather than 
solely to the item being procured under the 
Government contract. In such cases, the 
Contractor shall be required to submit one 
company-wide, annual plan to be reviewed 
for approval by the first agency with which it 
enters into a prime contract (which requires a 
subcontracting plan) during the fiscal year, or 
by another agency satisfactory to the 
Contracting Officer. The approved plan will 
remain in effect for the company’s entire 
fiscal year for all of the company’s or 
division's commercial products. 

The term “commercial products” means 
products in regular production sold in 
substantial quantities to the general public 
and/or industry at established market or 
catalog prices. A product which, in the 
opinion of the Contracting Officer, differs 
only insignificantly from the Contractor's 
commercial product may be regarded for the 
purpose of this clause as a commercial 
product. 


§ 3-1.710-4 °c eagerness 
contracting officer. 


(a) The euuiventing officer shall afford 
SBA's resident Procurement Center 
Representative (PCR) an opportunity to 
review any solicitation expected to 
result in a contract exceeding $500,000 


($1 million for construction of a public 
facility) prior to release to the public. 

The PCR should be allowed a period of 
eee 


the solicitation provisions in § 3-1.710-3 
(b) and (c) so that he/she develops a 
working knowledge of the requirements 
in the provisions and follows the 
procedures indicated in them. The 
following information in this section 
must be used in conjuction with that in 
the provisions. 

(c) The following review guidance is 
provided to contracting officers to assist 
in making determinations as to the 
acceptability of a small business and 
small disadvantaged business 
subcontracting plan submitted by an 
apparent successful offeror. This 
guidance is not intended to be all 
inclusive. Other factors may warrant 
consideration depending upon the 
particular circumstances of the proposed 
procurement. In making determinations 
concerning the acceptability of proposed 
subcontracting plans, the contracting 
officer shall take the following actions: 

(1) Obtain and review information 
from all appropriate sources, including 
the prospective contractor, contract 
officials, the small and disadvantaged 
business utilization specialist 
(SADBUS), and SBA’s PCR, concerning 
the apparent successful offeror’s 
historical performance and 
achievements in placing subcontracts 
for the same or similar products or 
services with small business and small 
disadvantaged business subcontractors. 
If this information is not available for a 
specific product or service, the offeror’s 
past performance and achievements in 
the placement of total subcontract 
awards to small business and small 
disadvantaged business subcontractors 
shall be examined. 

(2) To the extent available, the 
contracting officer shall request from the 
apparent successful offeror the names 
and locations of principal proposed 
small business and small disadvantaged 
business subcontractors, including the 
type of product or service and the dollar 
value to be awarded to each. This 
information will be used only to assist 
the contracting officer in making a 
determination as to the acceptability of 
the proposed percentage and dollar 
subcontracting goals. The offeror will 
not be contractually bound to award 
subcontracts to the designated 
subcontractors, nor will the names of 
the subcontractors be included in any 
subsequently approved plan. 


(3) Evaluate the anticipated potential 
for subcontracting to small business and 


offeror, the nature of the products or 
services to be subcontracted, and the 
known availability of small business 
and small disadvantaged business 

concerns in the area where 


the work will be performed. The small 


(i) If the contracting officer determines 
that the subcontracting plan submitted 
reflects the best effort by the offeror to 
award subcontracts to small and small 
disadvantaged firms, but the small and 
disadvantaged business utilization 
specialist disagrees with the contracting 
officer's determination, a final 
determination shall be made by the 


of the Office of Small and 
Disadvantaged Business Utilization with 
the appropriate supporting 
documentation. 

(ii) If the contracting officer and the 
small and disadvantaged business 
utilization specialist determine that the 
subcontracting plan submitted pursuant 
to a formally advertised procurement 
does not reflect the best effort by the 
bidder to award subcontracts to small 
and small disadvantaged firms to the 
fullest extent consistent with the 
efficient performance of the contract, the 
contracting officer shall immediately 
notify the Director of the Office of Small 
and Disadvantaged Business Utilization, 
who shall in turn notify the Small 
Business Administration and request a 
review of the plan pursuant to section 
8(d) (10) and (11) of the Small Business 
Act. The request for SBA review shall 
not delay award of the contract to the 
low bidder. 

(5) The contracting officer may accept 
the terms of an overall or “master” 
company subcontracting plan if it is 
incorporated by reference into a specific 
subcontracting plan submitted by the 
apparent successful offeror for a specific 
contract, if: 

(i) The master plan contains all the 
elements required by the statute; 





(ii) Subcontracting goals for small and 
small disadvantaged firms are 
specifically set forth in each contract or 
modification over the statutory 
thresholds; 

(iii) Any changes to the plan deemed 
necessary and required by the 
contracting officer in areas other than 
goals are specifically set forth in the 
contract or modification; 

(iv) The contracting officer has copies 
of the entire plan; and 

(v) The resident Procurement Center 
Representative of the Small Business 
Administration has had an opportunity 
to comment on the master plan. 

(d) For negotiated procurements, the 
contracting officer is responsible for 
negotiating subcontracting goals at a 
level which represents a good faith, 
aggressive, and comprehensive effort of 
the apparent successful offeror to use to 
the maximum practicable extent small 
and small disadvantaged subcontractors 
after appropriate consideration of their 
price, technical capability, and other 
pertinent factors. No goals will be 
negotiated upwards if it is apparent that 
higher goals will result in significant 
increased costs to the Government or 
will seriously impede procurement 
objectives. An acceptable plan is one 
which satisfies the requirements stated 
in the provision entitled “Small Business 
and Small Disadvantaged Business 
Subcontracting Plan (Negotiated)” in 
§ 3-1.710-3(b). 

(1) In negotiating subcontracting 
plans, the contracting officer shall take 
into account a prime contractor's 
existing “make-or-buy” policy or 
program. A “make-or-buy” policy or 
program concerns the major subsystems, 
assemblies, and components which the 
contractor manufactures, develops, or 
assembles in its own facilities, and 
those which it obtains elsewhere by 
contract. Consideration of a contractor's 
“make-or-buy” policy or program is 
necessary to ensure that the programs 
are not in conflict, and the best interests 
of the Government are obtained. 
Furthermore, where the contract work 
involves products or services which are 
not generally available in the 
commercial marketplace or are 
particularly specialized and the 
contractor has current capacity to 
perform the work, the contracting officer 
may recognize the reduced likelihood of 
subcontracting opportunities. 

(2) The contracting officer shall advise 
the apparent successful offeror of the 
availability of sources of information for 
potential small business and small 
disadvantaged business subcontractors 
when the proposed goals are 
questionable. The contracting officer 
should insist that one or more sources of 


information be used and potential small 
business and small disadvantaged 
business subcontracting sources be 
considered to ensure developmemt of 
realistic and acceptable goals. 

(3) If a subcontracting plan is not 
obtained, the contracting officer must 
document the contract file to 
substantiate the reasons why the plan 
was not obtained. 

(4) In negotiated procurements, after a 
plan has been determined to be 
acceptable by the small and 
disadvantaged business utilization 
specialist, contracting officer, and if 
appropriate, the principal official 
responsible for procurement, and prior 
to award, the complete procurement 
package, including the subcontracting 
plan, shall be made available by the 
contracting officer of the PCR for review 
purposes. The PCR should be allowed a 
period of one to five working days to 
review the package, depending upon the 
circumstances and complexity of the 
individual procurement. The PCR may 
submit written recommendations, which 
shall be advisory in nature, to the 
contracting officer. The contracting 
officer shall provide the PCR a copy of 
the final negotiated subcontracting plan. 
In the case of a formally advertised 
procurement, the contracting officer 
shall furnish the PCR with a copy of the 
subcontracting plan upon execution of 
the contract. 

(e) The contracting officer is 
responsible for monitoring, 
documenting, and evaluating the 
contractor’s performance in achieving 
the objectives of the small business and 
small disadvantaged business 
subcontracting plans, and for advising 
the principal official responsible for 
procurement of the performance, as 
appropriate. The contracting officer 
shall pay particular attention to: 

(1) The extent to which the 
contractor's goals for small businss and 
small disadvantaged business 
participation are being met; 

(2) Whether the contractor's efforts to 
assure participation are in accordance 
with the efforts described in the 
subcontracting plan; and 

(3) Whether the contractor is requiring 
its subcontractors to submit and carry 
out similiar subcontracting plans. 

Standard Form 294, Subcontracting 
Report for Individual Contracts, is to be 
used to monitor the contractor's 


progress. 

(f} The contracting officer shall 
promptly negotiate appropriate revisions 
to agreed subcontracting percentage and 
dollar goals if any subsequent 
modifications to the contract will have a 
major impact on the original planned 
volume or type of subcontracting effort. 
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If agreement cannot be reached, the 
matter will be resolved under the 
disputes clause of the contract. 
However, it is not necessary for the 
contracting officer to obtain a new 
subcontracting plan if a modification 
over $500,000 ($1 million for 
construction) is made to a contract 
already containing a plan. The 
modification may incorporate the 
existing plan by reference. However, the 
modification must either contain 
separate goals for the new effort or 
revise the original goals. 

(g) The failure of any contractor or 
subcontractor to comply in good faith 
with the clause “Utilization of Small 
Business Concerns and Small Business 
Concerns Owned and Controlled by 
Socially and Economically 
Disadvantaged Individuals” or the 
approved subcontracting plan will be 
considered a material breach of the 
contract or subcontract. 

(1) If a breach has occurred in the 
prime contract, the contracting officer 
shall review the available facts to 
determine what remedy is in the best 
interest of the Government. Remedies 
may include termination of the contract 
pursuant to the termination for default 
clause, reduction in contract price, 
negotiation of a revised subcontracting 
plan to correct deficiencies, or other 
measures the contracting officer may 
deem appropriate. 

(2) In determining the proper remedy, 
the contracting officer shall consider: 

(i) The reasons attributed to the 
failure to comply in good faith, 

(ii) The Government's need for the 
contract deliverables, and 

(iii) The impact a proposed remedy 
may have on existing small and 
disadvantaged business subcontractors. 

If the failure to comply in good faith 
cannot be settled by agreement, the 
contracting officer shall issue a decision 
pursuant to the disputes clause of the 
contract. 

(3) If, upon contract completion, the 


contractor has not complied in good 


faith with the subcontracting plan, the 
contracting officer shall document the 
noncompliance in writing and include 
the reasons. A copy of this 
documentation shall be provided to the 
Director of the Office of Small and 
Disadvantaged Business Utilization. 


§ 3-1.710-5 Responsibilities of the 
SADBUS. 


In addition to other responsibilities 
indicated in the preceding section, the 
SADBUS is responsible for: 

(a) Notifying the SBA regarding the 
award of contracts or modifications that 
contain subcontracting plans. The 
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notification shall contain the 
contractor's name and address, place of 
performance, dollar amount, 
performance period, description of 
contract item or items, and name and 
address of the contracting officer. A 
copy of the award document is sufficient 
for these purposes. The notification shall 
be sent to the Assistant Regional 
Administrator for Regional Programs in 
the SBA region where contract 
performance is to occur. 

(b) Summarizing and reporting to the 
Director, Office of Small and 
Disadvantaged Business Utilization, on 
a quarterly basis, all prime contracts 
$500,000 and over ($1 million for 
construction) using the following 
reporting format: 

(1) Name of the OPDIV and program 
office; 

(2) Number and dollar amount of 
contracts requiring subcontracting plan; 

(3) Number of contracts with 
subcontracting plans; 

(4) Number of contracts without 
subcontracting plans; 

(5) Small and disadvantaged business 
subcontracting goals; and 

(6) Statements citing reasons why 
small and disadvantaged business 
subcontracting plans were not included 
in the contracts. 


§3-1.710-6 Responsibilities of the SBA’s 
resident Procurement Center 


(a) The Small Business 
Administration’s resident Procurement 
Center Representative (PCR) is — 
authorizéd to: 

(1) Assist procuring activities and 
contractors in complying with their 
responsibilities with regard to 
subcontracting plans; 

(2) Review any solicitation for any 
contract which is to include the clause 
“Utilization of Small Business Concerns 
and Small Business Concerns Owned 
and Controlled by Socially.and 
Economically Disadvantaged 
Individuals” to determine whether 
maximum practicable opportunity has 
been afforded small businesses and 
small disadvantaged businesses to 
participate as subcontractors in the 
performance of any contract resulting 
from any solicitation and to submit his/ 
her findings, which shall be advisory in 
nature, to the principal official 
responsible for procurement; and 

(3) Evaluate compliance with 
subcontracting plans, either on a 
contract-by-contract basis, or, in the 
case of contractors having multiple 
contracts, on an aggregate basis. 

(b) In carrying out these 
responsibilities, the PCR will: 


(1) Review all requirement packages 
($1 million for construction and $500,000 
for other procurements, including 
modifications) prior to solicitation to 
insure that a ite subcontracting 


provisions are included in the RFP or 
IFB; 


(2) Review subcontracting plans 
submitted by apparent successful 
offerors to determine if small and small 
disadvantaged businesses are afforded 
the maximum practicable opportunity to 
participate as subcontractors; 

(3) Recommend to the contracting 
officer needed changes to 
subcontracting plans found to be 
unacceptable; and 

(4) Report the number of plans 
reviewed and the number found to be 
unacceptable to the small and 
disadvantaged business utilization 
specialist and the Director, Office of 
Small and Disadvantaged Business 
Utilization. 

(c) Neither the PCR nor SBA is 
authorized to prescribe the extent to 
which any contractor or subcontractor 
shall subcontract, specify concerns to 
which subcontracts shall be awarded, or 
exercise any authority relative to the 
administration of individual prime 
contracts or subcontracts. 

§ 3-1.710-7 Commercial products. 

(a) If the prime contract is for a 
commercial product, the required 
subcontracting plan may relate to the 
company’s production of the item 
generally (both for the Government 
contract and for regular commercial 
sale) rather than solely to the item being 
procured under the Government 
contract. In such cases, the contractor 
shall be required to submit one 
company-wide, annual plan to be 
reviewed for approval by the first 
agency with which it enters into a prime 
contract (which requires a 
subcontracting plan) during the fiscal 
year. The approved plan will remain in 
effect for the entire fiscal year and is 
applicable to all deliveries made under 
contracts entered into during the 
contractor's fiscal year, even though 
these deliveries are made in a 
succeeding fiscal year. The contractor 
shall submit a new plan to the first 
agency with which it enters into a 
contract (over the statutory threshold) 
during a succeeding fiscal year. The new 
plan shall apply to all deliveries made 
under contracts entered into during the 
succeeding fiscal year, no matter when 
the deliveries are made. 

(b) Contracting officers receiving 
company-wide plans submitted under 
paragraph (f) of the solicitation 
provisions in § 3-1.710-3 (b) and (c) 
shall forward copies of the plans and 


approvals to the Small Business 
Administration, 1441 L Street, N.W., 
Washington, D.C., Attention: AAPA, and 
to the Director, Office of Small and 
Disadvantaged Business Utilization. 
§3-1.713 Contracts with the Small 
Business Administration. 


§ 3-1.713-1 Authority. 

The signing of the contract document 
may be accepted as SBA’s certification 
that SBA is competent to perform a 
specific HHS requirement. 

§ 3-1.713-2 Policy. 

Brochures of 8{a) firms which have 
been interviewed by the Office of Small 
and Disadvantaged Business Utilization 
are fowarded to each SADBUS. These 
brochures are to be reviewed by the 
SADBUS to match HHS requirements 
with the capabilities of these firms. The 
SADBUS will make the capabilities of 
these firms known to program personnel 
and will obtain other information, as 
needed, by contacting OSDBU or the 
Small Business Administration. 


§ 3-1.713-50 Procurement of technical 
requirements. 


(a) Source selection. (1) The section 
8(a) program is a business development 
program, and the policy expressed in 
§ 1-3.101(d) does not apply. 
Additionally, SBA has ultimate 
responsibility for nomination of an 8{a) 
subcontractor for a proposed 8{a) 
requirement and may elect to deviate 
from usual source nomination 
procedures. 

(2) Except for cases where SBA 
selects a firm for an 8{a) award, or as 
provided in subparagraph (3) below, 
limited technical competition shall be 
conducted for requirements for 
consulting services, computer science 
and related services, research, 
development, test, evaluation, 
demonstration, and technical and 
professional services, where technical 
aspects, methodology, or approach are 
of primary importance rather than price. 
At the request of the program director, 
the procuring activity may, in 
consultation with the SBA, require that 
written technical proposals be 
submitted by the firms participating in 
the limited technical competition. 
(However, SBA encourages the 
submission of “open requirements” 
(requirements without source 
recommendations) for most professional 
services so that assistance may be 
afforded to firms having the greatest 
need.that meet the requisite capabilities. 
In particular, SBA has requested that 
requirements for CPA audit services be 
submitted as “open requirements” or as 
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sole source offerings (see paragraph (3), 
below). Only in extenuating 
circumstances will SBA accept CPA 
audit service requirements when 
technical evaluation of more than one 
firm is requested. SBA has also 
determined that the selection 
procedures outlined in the “Brooks Bill” 
must be utilized in the award of A & E 
requirements under the 8(a) program. 
Therefore, whenever feasible, at least 
three 8(a) A & E firms shall be evaluated 
for each A & E procurement. The 
procuring activity shall conduct the 
technical evaluation and transmit the 
results of the evaluation to SBA in 
writing, along with any source 
recommendation. Further, to the extent 
feasible and practical, A & E 
procurements awarded under the 8(a) 
program shall be made to firms which 
have their home office located in the 
metropolitan area or state where the 
work is to be performed.) 

(3) There may be circumstances where 
one 8(a) firm has exclusive or 
predominant capability among 8(a) firms 
by reason of experience, specialized 
facilities, or technical competence to 
perform the work within the time 
required. In these circumstances, after 
coordinating with the SADBUS, the 
initiating program office may 
recommend, for approval by the 
contracting officer, that only that 8(a) 
firm be considered for nomination to 
SBA. This recommendation shall be in 
writing, setting forth full and complete 
justification for the nomination. The 
justification shall be submitted to the 
appropriate contracting officer, through 
the SADBUS, for concurrence and shall 
be maintained as a permanent record in 
the contract file. In addition, a copy of 
the justification shall be included in the 
offering letter to SBA. 

(4) Where limited technical 
competition is required or is determined 
to be appropriate, the sources (i.e., 
firms) which are to be included will be 
decided by the procuring activity in 
consultation with SBA. Consultation 
will be initiated by nomination of 
sources recommended by 
officials and the SADBUS and, if SBA 
elects, by SBA. 

(5) Each 8(a) firm or group of firms 
nominated for a specific 8{a) 
requirement shall have been approved 
by SBA for that particular requirement 
prior to any discussion with the firm(s) 
about the requirement. 

(6) It is conceivable that limited ° 
technical competition will assist in the 
development of 8(a) firms. However, 
procuring activities should recognize 
that the policy expressed in § 1-3.101 
does not apply to the process of 
identifying potential contractors to be 


nominated to SBA under the 8({a) 
program, and that to involve a large 
number of 8(a) firms in a limited 
technical competition may have an 
adverse impact on the limited financial 
resources of these firms. Usually, three 
to five firms should be nominated, 
depending on the nature of the intended 
contract and subject to SBA’s approval. 

(7) When a limited technical 
evaluation is conducted, a technical 
evaluation report shall be prepared and 
signed by the technical evaluators, 
furnished the contracting officer, and 
maintained as a permanent record in the 
contract file. The report shall reflect the 
ranking of the firms and shall identify 
each firm as acceptable or 
unacceptable. The report shall also 
include a narrative evaluation 
specifying the strengths and weaknesses 
of each firm, and any reservations or 
qualifications that might bear upon the 
selection of sources for negotiation and 
award. Concrete technical reasons 
supporting a determination of 
unacceptability with regard to any firm 
shall be included. 

(b) Offering letter. (1) When a 
decision has been made by the 
SADBUS, program director, and 
procuring activity to process a 
procurement through the Small Business 
Administration, under provisions of 
section 8(a) of the Small Business Act, 
the procuring activity shall promptly 
furnish the applicable SBA office a letter 
offering the procurement to the SBA, 
with an information copy to the 
SADBUS. The offering letter should 
transmit the complete procurement 
package. Additionally, the offering letter 
should include, but not necessarily be 
limited to, the following: 

(i) A description of work to be 
performed or items to be delivered; 

(ii) The names of the firms nominated 
for technical competition or the name of 
the firm nominated for award (For 
limited technical competition, indicate 
whether or not written technical 
proposals are desired. If only one firm is 
nominated, a written justification must 
be included to substantiate limiting the 
nomination to one source, as indicated 
in § 3-1.73-50(a)(3)); 

(iii) Procuring activity dollar estimate 
of the requirement; 

(iv) Procurement history (e.g., first 
time offered, items or services not 
presently being provided by a small 
business firm, etc.); 

(v) Period of performance; 

(vi) Any special requirements, 
restrictions, or geographical limitations 
(e.g., turn-around time demands a firm 
within two hours travel time, etc.); 


(vii) A statement to the effect that 
public solicitation for the procurement 
has not been issued; 

(viii) A statement to the effect that the 
procurement cannot reasonably be 
expected to be won by an eligible 8(a) 
concern under normal competitive 
means; 2 

(ix) Type of proposed contract (i.e., 
fixed-price, cost plus fixed-fee, 
requirements, etc.); and 

(x) A list of contractors who have 
performed on the specific requirement 
during the previous 12 months. 

(2) Within ten (10) working days after 
receipt of the offering letter, SBA is to 
acknowledge the offering letter and 
accept or reject the requirement. If SBA 
has not acknowledged the offering letter 
within this period, the procuring activity, 
after giving due regard to the urgency of 
the procurement, may withdraw the 
offer by giving written notice to SBA. 

(3) When the firms to be included in 
the limited technical competition have 
been decided on by the procuring 
activity, in consultation with SBA, the 
contracting officer shall hold a technical 
competition among those firms. Cost 
factors shall not be included in the 
technical proposals nor brought out in 
any manner during technical discussions 
of the proposals. 

(4) The contracting officer has a 
greater latitude in holding discussions 
with the firms solicited under an 8(a) 
procurement than under a non-8(a) 
procurement. The technical evaluation 
report required by § 3—1.713-50(a)(7) 
must be carefully reviewed to determine 
if any source declared to be 
unacceptable is capable of being made 
acceptable; i.e., would the submission of 
clarifying data or obtaining additional 
information make an otherwise 
unacceptable proposal acceptable? 
Negotiations will normally proceed 
similarly to the process described in 
§ 1-4.1005-2. If it is determined that the 
highest rated firm cannot furnish the 
required goods or services, SBA will be 
notified, and, upon approval by SBA, 
negotiations will commence with the 
next highest rated firm. When extensive 
discussions with all sources fail to result 
in any acceptable proposals, the 
contracting officer will notify SBA. If. 


. within ten (10) working days, SBA has 


not notified the contracting officer of 
any additional sources or any methods 
of improving the existing source(s), the 
procuring activity will proceed with the 
procurement without further regard for 
the 8(a) procedures, unless additional 
time is requested by SBA and the 
additional time is granted by the 


procuring activity after giving due 
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regard to the urgency of the 
procurement. 

(5)When requested by SBA, the 
procuring activity shall render all 
possible assistance to SBA with respect 
to SBA’s negotiation of 8{a) 
subcontracts. However, SBA will 
usually delegate negotiation authority to 
the HHS procuring activity. 

(6) Upon receipt of a delegation, the 
procuring activity will promptly 
negotiate with the selected 8({a) firm. 
After the conclusion of negotiations with 
the selected source, the procuring 
activity will prepare the contract 
between the procuring activity and SBA 
and the subcontract between SBA and 
the selected source. These documents 
will-be prepared in accordance with § 1- 
1.713-3(d) and (e), respectively, and 
forwarded to SBA for signature. 
Procuring activities shall completely 
negotiate the 8{a) subcontract and 
prepare the definitive subcontract 
documents before submitting the prime 
contract to SBA for signature. 

(7) The contracting officer is 
responsible for promptly notifying all 
offerors if an award is to be delayed 
beyond 30 days from the date of receipt 
of technical preposals. The contracting 
officer is also responsible for keeping 
the offerors informed of the situation if 
the delay persists or other problems 
arise which impede the award. 

(c) Debriefing. Unsuccessful offerors 
shall be promptly notified of the 
contract award. A debriefing, when 
requested in writing, shall be provided 
by the cognizant contracting officer to 
an 8(a) firm that has been unsuccessful 
in an 8(a) limited technical competition. 

(d) Unacceptable offerors. If it is 
determined during negotiations that the 
selected offeror is technically 
unacceptable, the procuring activity 
shall promptly notify the SBA. If it 
appears that an offeror would be unable 
to earn a profit if awarded the contract, 
both SBA and OSDBU shall be notified 
by the contracting officer. 

(e) Liaison with the Small Business 
Administration. (1) Procuring activities 
will maintain a continuous liaison with 
the SBA to ensure that the overall goals 
of each activity ere achieved. In the 
event there is a dispute between the 
procuring activity and an SBA 
representative regarding any aspects of 
8(a) contracting, the procuring activity 
must promptly notify the OSDBU. 

(2) The business development 
responsibility of SBA requires them to 
assist in and monitor the growth and 
development of all 8(a) firms. Therefore, 
it is incumbent upon HHS to assist SBA 
in this effort by utilizing the source 
selection process in a manner that 


would make use of the largest possible 
number of 8{a) firms. 

(f) Arriving at contract amount. 
Contracts will be awarded at prices 
which are fair and reasonable. 

(g) Advance payments: 8(a) firms 
requesting advance payments should be 
advised to submit the request to the 
SBA, in writing, in accordance with SBA 
operating procedures. SBA is 
responsible for reviewing and approving 
requests, and for making funds 
available, for advance payments under 
8(a) contracts. 

(h) Contract modifications, 
inspections, etc. The responsibility for 
subcontract administration and field 
inspection will, in most cases, be 
delegated by SBA to the procuring 
activity. The procuring activity shall 
keep SBA apprised of all contract 
modifications, progress payments, and 
any other pertinent data requested by 
SBA. : 

(i) Subcontract administration. Some 
firms may need additional management 
expertise for optimal performance and 
completion of a particular contract. 
Therefore, when subcontract 
administration is delegated to HHS by 
SBA, the procuring activity shall 
promptly apprise the SBA, the SADBUS, 
and OSDBU whenever the contractor is 
experiencing problems. SBA should 
provide necessary technical assistance 
so the contractor can successfully 
complete the contract. 

(j) Contract termination. The OSDBU, 


SADBUS, and SBA are tobe notified 


prior to initiating final action to 
terminate an 8(a) contract. (See 
paragraph (c) of special 8({a) contract 
conditions prescribed by § 1-1.713-3(d).) 


§ 3-1.750 Federal procurement 
conferences. 


The Department of Commerce is 
responsible for coordinating the 
participation of Federal civilian 
agencies in a continuing series of 
conferences which are sponsored by 
members of Congress. The objectives of 
these conferences are: 

(a) Location of additional procurement 
sources to broaden the procurement 
base of Federal agencies; 

(b) Stimulation of local, regional, and 


- national economic growth, national 


security, and cost reduction; 

(c) Location of underutilized 
production capacity; 

(d) Prevention or elimination of 
pockets of underemployment; and 

(e) Assistance of small and 
disadvantaged business concerns. 

As notified by the OSDBU, procuring 
activities shall provide appropriate 
SADBUS or procurement personnel to 
participate in person-to-person 


counseling at these conferences. 
Ordinarily, participation by procuring 
activities will be restricted to 
conferences held within the 
geographical areas adjacent to their 
procurement offices. 


The brochure, “How To Do Business 
With DHHS” (DHHS Publication No. 
(OS) 75-17) should be of great 
assistance in this counseling as it has 
been specifically prepared to assist 
individuals, firms, and institutions who 
may wish to do business with this 
Department. It contains a brief 
description of the mission and programs 
of HHS and its Operating Divisions and 
provides a listing of procuring offices 
and the types of services and 
commodities procured by each. 


PART 3-7—CONTRACT CLAUSES 


2. Under Subpart 3-7.50, Special 
Contract Clauses, of Part 3-7, Contract 
Clauses, § 3-7.5030, Utilization of small 
and disadvantaged businesses, is added. 
In addition, the table of contents for Part 
3-7 is amended to add the following: 


Subpart 3-7.50—Special Contract Clauses 


Sec. 
3-7.5030 Utilization of small and 
disadvantaged businesses. 


Subpart 3-7.50—Special Contract 
Clauses 


§ 3-7.5030 Utilization of small and 
disadvantaged businesses. 


The following clause shall be included 
in all contracts exceeding $10,000 except 
contracts for services which are 
personal in nature and contracts, 
including all related subcontracts, which 
are to be performed entirely outside any 
State, territory, or possession of the _ 
United States, the District of Columbia, 
or the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico: 


Utilization of Small Business Concerns and 


(a) It is the policy of the United States that 
small business concerns and small business 
concerns owned and controlled by socially 
and economically disadvantaged individuals 
shall have the maximum practicable 
opportunity to participate in the performance 
of contracts let by any Federal agency. 

(b) The Contractor hereby agrees to carry 
out this policy in the awarding of 
subcontracts to the fullest extent consistent 
with the efficient performance of this 
contract. The Contractor further agrees to 
cooperate in any studies or surveys as may 
be conducted by the Small Business 
Administration or the contracting agency 
which may be necessary to determine the 





extent of the Contractor’s compliance with 
this clause. 

(c)(1) As used in this contract, the term 

“small business concern” shall mean a small 
business as defined pursuant to section 3 of 
the Small Business Act and relevant 
regulations promulgated pursuant thereto. 

(2) The term “small business concern 
owned and controlled by socially and 
economically disadvantaged individuals” 
shall mean a small business concern: 

(i) Which is at least 51 per centum owned 
by one or more socially and economically 
disadvantaged individuals; or in the case of 
any publicly owned business, at least 51 per 
centum of the stock of which is owned by one 
or more socially and economically 
disadvantaged individuals; and 

(ii) Whose management and daily business 

operations are controlled by one or more of 
a individuals, 

The Contractor shall presume that socially 
and economically disadvantaged individuals 
include Black Americans, Hispanic 
Americans, Native Americans (American 
Indians, Eskimos, Aleuts, and native 
Hawaiians), Asian-Pacific Americans (U.S. 
Citizens whose origins are from Japan, China, 
the Philippines, Vietnam, Korea, Samoa, 
Guam, the U.S. Trust Territories of the 
Pacific, Northern Marianas, Laos, Cambodia, 
and Taiwan), and other minorities, or any 
other individual found to be disadvantaged 
by the Small Business Administration 
pursuant to section 8(a) of the Small Business 
Act. 


(d) Contractors acting in good faith may 
rely on written representations by their 
subcontractors regarding their status as a 
small business concern or a small business 
concern owned and controlled by socially 
and economically disadvantaged individuals. 


[FR Doc. 82-3128 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4150-04-M 


GENERAL SERVICES 
ADMINISTRATION 


41 CFR Part 105-735 

[ADM 7900.9 CHGE 1] 
Procedures Relating to Violations of 
Post Federal Employment Restrictions 
AGENCY: General Services 


Administration. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


summary: The General Services 
Administration (GSA) is issuing final 
regulations implementing procedures for 
the administrative enforcement of the 
restrictions on post employment 
activities by former GSA employees, as 
required by Title V of the Ethics in 
Government Act of 1978 and Title 18 of 
the U.S. Code, Section 207, as amended. 
The prescribed procedures provide for 
_ Notice to the former employee of alleged 
violation of the law; an opportunity for 
_ the former employee to refute the 


allegations and request a hearing before 
an examiner; the right to request a final - 
decision by the Administrator of 
General Services; and the imposition of 
administrative sanctions in appropriate 
cases. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: February 17, 1982. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Saul Katz, Director, Office of Ethics 
(AK), General Services Administration, 
18th & F Streets, N.W., Washington, DC 
20405. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Proposed 
regulations on this subject were 
published by the General Services 
Administration in the Federal Register 
on May 30, 1980 (45 FR 36440). Editorial 
revisions and other changes have been 
made in order to simplify and clarify the 
regulations. A provision has been added 
to provide for public inspection of a 
roster of all persons prohibited from 
appearances before, or communication 
with, GSA on a pending matter of 
business. Provisions have also been 
added covering service of notifications 
and the filing and service of other 
papers in connection with agency 
administrative proceedings. 


PART 105-735—STANDARDS OF 
CONDUCT 


1. The table of contents of Part 105- 
735 is amended to add the following 
new entries: 


_ Subpart 105-735.6—Violation of Post 
Federal Employment Prohibitions 


Sec. 
105-735.601 
105-735.602 
hearing. 
105-735.603 ae 
105-735.604 Action by the Administrator. 
105-735.605 Period of prohibition and 
disciplinary action. 
105-735.606 Records. 
2. Part 105-735 is amended to add the 
following new subpart: 


Subpart 105-735.6—Violation of Post 
Federal Employment Prohibitions 


§ 105-735.601 General. 

(a) The Director, GSA Office of Ethics, 
and the Inspector General of GSA shall 
be promptly notified of receipt of 
information indicating that a former 
GSA employee (including a special 
government employee as defined in 
section 202, of Title 18, United States 
Code), has violated any of the post 
federal employment prohibitions 
contained in sections 207 (a), (b), or (c) 
of Title 18, United States Code. 

(b) If the Inspector General of GSA, 
after appropriate review, determines 
that there is reasonable cause to believe 
that the former employee has violated 


General. 
Notification and opportunity for 
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section 207 (a), (b), or (c) of Title 18, 
United States Code, or the regulations 
implementing the foregoing statutory 
provisions that have been published by 
the Office of Personnel Management in 
the Federal Register, he shall (1) provide 
the Director, Office of Government 
Ethics and the Criminal Division, U.S. 
Department of Justice, and the Director, 
GSA Office of Ethics with the available 
information concerning the alleged 
violation, as well as copies of the 
pertinent agency regulations and such 
comments as are deemed appropriate, 
and (2) recommend to the Administrator, 
General Services, what action be taken 
pursuant to Part 105-735.602(a) 
hereunder. 

(c) Any investigation or other 
administrative action taken by GSA in 
the matter shall be coordinated with the 
U.S. Department of Justice to avoid 
prejudice to possible criminal 
proceedings. 


§ 105-735.602 Notification and 
opportunity for hearing. 

(a) If the Department of Justice 
acquiesces, the following action shall be 
promptly taken. The Director, Office of 
a shall notify the former employee 

at: 

(1) The Inspector General of the 
General Services Administration, has 
recommended that, based on 
information received, the Administrator 
of General Services (hereinafter the 
Administrator) make a finding pursuant 
to section 207(j) of Title 18. United 
States Code, that the former employee 
has violated certain specified post 
federal employment prohibitions in 
section 207 (a), (b), or (c), and that the 
Administrator, if he makes such a 
finding, institute such administrative 
sanctions as he deems appropriate 
against the former employee. 

(2) The specific violations that are 
alleged against him or her in sufficient 
detail to permit the preparation of an 
adequate defense. 

(3) The former employee has the right 
to: 

(i) present information to the 
Administrator or his designee in 
opposition to the recommendation in 
person, in writing, and if desired, 
through a designated representative, or 

(ii} request a hearing before GSA's 
Board of Appeals (conducted by an 
examiner in accordance with the 
Board's published rules) by addressing 
such request to: Board of Appeals, 
General Services Administration, 
Washington, DC 20405._ 

(4) The he rights are as set forth 
in § 105~-735.603 below. 
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(5) If a hearing is held, no individual 
who has participated in the decision to 
initiate the proceedings may serve as an 
examiner at the hearing. 

(6) The period of time to be afforded 
for decision as to presentation of 
information for consideration, or for 
requesting a hearing. 

(b) A copy of these regulations will be 
provided with the foregoing notification. 
(c) The period of time to be afforded 

for.notifying GSA of a decision to 
present information for consideration or 
for requesting a hearing shall be limited 
to 20 days from receipt of the 
notification described in paragraph (a) 
of this section, unless the former 
employee requests and is granted 
additional time before the expiration of 
the 20-day period. 

(d) Notification or a copy thereof shall 
be served upon the former employee by 
certified mail; return receipt requested; 
by delivering it to the former employee 
or his/her attorney or agent of record 
either in person; or by leaving it at the 
office or place of business of the former 
employee, attorney or agent; in any 
other manner which has been agreed to 
by the former employee. 

(e) Any paper other than the 
notification may be served upon a 
former employee as provided in 
paragraph (d) of this section or by 
mailing the paper by first-class mail to 
the former employee at Office of Ethics, 
GSA, the last address known to the 
Director, or by mailing the paper by 
first-class mail to the former employee's 
attorney or agent of record. Such mailing 
’ shall constitute complete service. 

(f) Whenever the filing of a paper is 
required or permitted in connection with 
a proceeding, and the place of filing is 
not specified by this subpart or by rule 
or order of the examiner, the paper shall 
be filed with the Director, Office of 
Ethics, General Service Administration, 
18th & F Streets, N.W, Washington, D.C. 
20405. All papers shall be filed in 
duplicate. 


§ 105-735.603 Hearings. 

(a) If a hearing is requested and 
granted in accordance with § 105- 
735.602(c) above, the hearing shall be 
conducted at a reasonable time, date, 
and place. 

(b) In setting a hearing date, the 
examiner shall give due regard for the 
former employee's need for: ¢ 

(1) Adequate time to prepare a 
defense properly, and 

(2) An expeditious resolution of 
allegations that may be damaging to his 
or her reputation. 

(c) A hearing shall include, at a 
minimum, the following rights: 


- 


(1) To represent oneself or to be 
represented by counsel, | 

(2) To introduce and examine 
witnesses and to submit physical 
evidence, 

(3) To confront and cross-examine 
adverse witnesses, 

(4) To present oral argument, and 

(5) To a transcript or recording of the 
proceedings, if requested in advance 
and ordered by the examiner. 

(d) In the hearing, the agency has the 
burden of proof and must establish 
substantial evidence of a violation. 

(e) The examiner shall make a written 
determination and recommendation to 
the Administrator exclusively on 
matters of record in the proceeding, and 
shall set forth in the decision all findings 
of fact and conclusions of law relevant 
to-the matters at issue. 

(f) Within 10 days of the date of 
receipt of the determination and 
recommendation the former employee 
may submit objections to the 
Administrator. 


§ 105-735.604 Action by the 
Administrator. 


(a) When the former employee has 
presented information, pursuant to 
§ 105-735.602(a)(3)(i) above, or has sent 
his objections to the determination and 
recommendation of the examiner. The 
Administrator shall consider the 
information presented to him by the 
Inspector General of GSA and by or on 
behalf of the former employee, or (in the 
case of a hearing) the record or portions 
of the record of the proceedings as 
described in § 105—735.603(f) above, and 
together with the objectives, if any, and 
shall take such action thereon as he 
deems appropriate as set forth in 
paragraph (b) of this section after 
consultation with the Director, Office of 
Ethics. 

(b) If the Administrator finds, after the 
requirements for notice and opportunity 
to present information or for a hearing 
and objections as set forth above have 
been satisfied, that the former employee 
has violated section 207(a), (b), or (c) of 
Title 18, United States Code, the 
Administrator may prohibit that person 
from making, on behalf of any other 
person (except the United States), any 
informal or formal appearance before, 
or, with the intent to influence, any oral 
or written communication to GSA on a 
pending matter of business for a period 
not to exceed five years, or may take 
other appropriate disciplinary action. 


§ 105-735.605 Period of prohibition and 
disciplinary action. 

(a) Any period of prohibited 
appearance or communications ordered 
by the Administrator shall be for a 


reasonable and specified period of time, 


commensurate with the seriousness of 
the conduct on which the prohibition is 
based, and may not exceed five years. 

(b) Appropriate disciplinary action 
may include a private letter of: 

(1) Warning, 

(2) Admonition, or 

(3) Reprimand. 

(c) If disciplinary action is taken, the 
former employee shall be promptly 
notified that such action is subject to 
review in an appropriate United States 
District Court. 

§ 105-735.606 Records. 

The roster of all persons prohibited 
from practice before the agency shall be 
available to public inspection at the 
Office of Ethics. Other records may be 
disclosed upon specific request, in 
accordance with appropriate disclosure 
regulations of the agency. 

(Sec. 501(a), 92 Stat. 1867 (18 U.S.C. 207{j); 5 
CFR 737.27) 

Dated: February 3, 1982. 
Ray Kline, 
Acting Administrator of General Services. 
[FR Doc. 82-4010 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6820-34-M 


—_——_———«_—<—_____ 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


Bureau of Land Management 
43 CFR Public Land Order 6128 


[U-0140645] 


Utah; Powersite Restoration No. 683; 
Partial Revocation of Powersite 
Reserve No. 191 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 
ACTION: Public land order. 


SUMMARY: This order revokes an 
Executive order as to 1,063.32 acres of 
lands withdrawn for a powersite 
reserve. This action will restore the 
public lands involved to operation of the 
public land laws generally. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: March 12, 1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Darrell Barnes, Utah State Office, 801- 
524-4245. 

By virtue of the authority vested in the 
Secretary of the Interior by Section 204 
of the Federal Land Policy and 
Management Act of 1976, 90 Stat. 2751; 
43 U.S.C. 1714, and pursuant to the 
determination by the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission in DA-190- 


Utah, it is ordered as follows: 


1. The Executive Order of July 26, 
1911, which created Powersite Reserve 





No. 191 is hereby revoked insofar as it 
affects the following described lands: 
Salt Lake Meridian 

Powersite Reserve No. 191 

T. 29S.,R.4E., 

Sec. 13, NW%SW%; 

Sec. 14, SW%4NE%; 

Sec. 24, S4NE%, EXNW%, N%SE%. 

T. 29S., R. 5E., 

Sec. 19, lot 1, S4%NE%, SEANW%; 

Sec. 20, N%S%; 

Sec. 25, part of lots 3 and 4 (formerly 

S%N%). 
T. 29S.,R.7E., 
Sec. 13, SW%NW%; 
(That portion south of State of Utah Route 
24 in the following subdivisions): 

Sec. 13, W%2SW%, SEMZSW%; 

Sec. 14, S¥%; 

Sec. 24, N%. 

The area described aggregates 1,063.32 
acres in Wayne County. 

2. The State of Utah has waived its 
preference right for highway right-of- 
way or material sites as provided by the 
Federal Power Act of June 10, 1920, 16 
U.S.C. 818. 

3.:At 10 a.m. on March 12, 1982, the 
public lands shall be open to operation 
of the public land laws generally, 
subject to valid existing rights, the 
provisions of existing withdrawals, and 
the requirements of applicable law. All 
valid applications received at or prior to 
10 a.m. on March 12, 1982, shall be 
considered as.simultaneously filed at 
that time. Those received thereafter 
shall be considered in the order of filing. 

4. The lands have been open to 
applications and offers under the 
mineral leasing laws and to location 
under the United States mining laws 
subject to the provisions of the Act of 
August 11, 1955 (69 Stat. 682;.30 U.S.C. 
621). 

Inquiries concerning the lands should 
be addressed to the State Director, 
Bureau of Land Management, University 
Club Building, 136 East South Temple, 
Salt Lake City, UT 84111. 

Dated: February 5, 1982. 

Garrey E. Carruthers, 

Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 
[FR Doc. 82-4200 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 


43 CFR Public Land Order 6129 
(U-14584] i 

Utah; Partial Revocation of 
Reclamation Project Withdrawal 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. . 
ACTION: Public land order. 


summary: This order partially revokes a 
Secretarial order which withdrew lands 
for use by the Bureau of Reclamation in 
connection with Jensen Unit, Central 
Utah Project. This action will restore the 
lands to the operation of the public land 
laws generally, including the mining 
laws. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: March 12, 1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Darrell Barnes, Utah State Office, 801- 
524-4245. 

By virtue of the authority contained in 
Section 204 of the Federal Land Policy 
and Management Act of 1976, 90 Stat. 
2751; 43 U.S.C. 1714, it is ordered as 
follows: 

1. Secretarial Order of June 11, 1943, 
which withdrew public lands for the 
(Boan Reservoir Site) Jensen Unit, 
Central Utah Project, from all forms of 
appropriation under the public land 
laws, including the mining laws, for use 
by the Bureau of Reclamation is hereby 
revoked as to the following described 
lands: 


Salt Lake Meridian 
T.4S.,R. 22E., 

Sec. 24, W%ANW%; 

Sec. 25, lots 1 and 2, W%NW%. 

The area described contains 242.96 acres in 
Uintah County. 


2. At 10 a.m. on March 12, 1982, the 
lands shall be open to the operation of 
the public land laws generally, subject 
to valid existing rights, the provisions of 
existing withdrawals, and the 
requirements of applicable law. All 
valid applications received at or prior to 
10 a.m. on March 12, 1982, shall be 
considered as simultaneously filed at 
that time. Those received thereafter 
shall be considered in the order of filing. 

3. At 10 a.m. on March 12,1982, the 
lands will be open to location under the 
United States mining laws. They have 
been and continue to be open to 
applications and offers under. the 
mineral leasing laws. 

Inquiries concerning the lands should 
be addressed to the Chief, Branch of 
Lands and Minerals Operations, Bureau 
of Land Management, University Club 
Building, 136 East South Temple, Salt 
Lake City, Utah 84111. 

Dated: February 5, 1982. 

Garrey E. Carruthers, 

Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 
[FR Doc. 62-4152 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 
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43 CFR Public Land Order 6132 
[U-44415] 


Utah; Withdrawal for the Escalante 
Administrative Site 

AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 

ACTION: Public land order. 


SUMMARY: This order withdraws 40 


' acres of public lands from mining for use 
: as an interagency administrative site for 


a period of 20 years. 


' EFFECTIVE DATE: February 17, 1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Darrell Barnes, Utah State Office, 801- 
524-4245. 

By virtue of the authority vested in the 
Secretary of the Interior by Section 204 
of the Federal Land Policy and 
Management Act of 1976, 90 Stat. 2751; 
43 U.S.C. 1714, it is hereby ordered as 
follows: 

1. Subject to valid existing rights, the 
following described public lands, which 
are under the jurisdiction of the 
Secretary of the Interior, are hereby 
withdrawn from location or entry under 
the mining laws 30, U:S.C. Ch. 2, as a 
Bureau of Land Management 
administrative site. 


Salt Lake Meridian 
T. 35S.,R.3E., 

Sec. 7, SE4SW%. 

The area described contains 40 acres in 
Garfield County. 

2. The withdrawal made by this order 
does not alter the applicability of those 
public land laws governing the use of 
the lands under lease, license, or permit, 
or governing the disposal of their 
mineral or vegetative resources other 
than under the mining laws. 

3. This withdrawal shall remain in 
effect for a period of 20 years from the 
date of this order. 


Dated: February 5, 1982. 
Garrey E. Carruthers, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 
[FR Doc. 82-4166 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-64-M 


43 CFR Public Land Order 6133 
[U-11059) 
Utah; Revocation of an Air Navigation 
Site 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 


ACTION: Public land order. 


SUMMARY: This order revokes a Bureau 
of Land Management Order affecting 40 
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acres of public land withdrawn for use 
by the Federal Aviation Administration 
as an Air Navigation Facilities Site. This 
action will restore the land to operation 
of the mineral leasing laws only. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: March 12, 1982. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Deen Bowden, Utah State Office, 801- 
524-4245. 

By virtue of the authority vested in the 
Secretary of the Interior by Section 204 
of the Federal Land Policy and 
Management Act of 1976, 90 Stat. 2751; 
43 U.S.C. 1714, it is ordered as follows: 

1. A Bureau of Land Management 
Order of August 20, 1957, which 
withdrew the following described public 
lands for an Air Navigation Facilities 
Site is hereby revoked in its entirety: 
Salt Lake Meridian 
T. 13 S., R. 14E., 

Sec. 33, SE%4SE%. 

The area described contains 40 acres in 
Carbon County. 

_ 2. The lands will be open to 
applications and offers under the 
mineral leasing laws at 8 a.m. on March 
12, 1982. 

Inquiries concerning the land should 
be addressed to the Chief, Branch of 
Lands and Minerals Operations, Bureau 
of Land Management, University Club 
Building, 136 East South Temple, Salt 
Lake City, Utah 84111. 

Dated: February 5, 1982. 

Garrey E. Carruthers, 

Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 
[FR Doc. 82-4167 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 


43 CFR Public Land Order 6134 
[Nev-058294] 


Nevada; Partial Revocation of Public 
Land Order No. 2855 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 


ACTION: Public land order. 


SUMMARY: This order partially revokes a 


Forest Service withdrawal affecting 10 
acres of public land withdrawn for use 
as an administrative site. This action 
will restore the land to operation of the 
public land laws, including the mining 
laws. The land will remain open to 
mineral leasing. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: March 12, 1982. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Vienna Wolder, Nevada State Office, 
702-784-5703. 

By virtue of the authority vested in the 
Secretary of the Interior by Section 204 
of the Federal Land Policy and 


Management Act of 1976, 90 Stat. 2751; 
43 U.S.C. 1714, it is ordered as follows: 
1. Public Land Order No. 2855 of 
January 18, 1963, which withdrew the 
following described public land for use 
as a Forest Service administrative site, 
is hereby revoked as it pertains to: 
Mount Diablo Meridian 
T. 36 N., R. 36E., 
Sec. 18, SW%4NE%“SE'%. 


The area described contains 10 acres in 
Humboldt County. 


2. At 8 a.m. on March 12, 1982, the 
land will be open to operation of the 
public land laws generally, subject to 
valid existing rights, the provisions of 
existing withdrawals, and the 
requirements of applicable law. All 
valid applications received from the 
date of this publication until and 
including 8 a.m. on March 12, 1982, shall 
be considered as simultaneously filed at 
that time. Those received thereafter 
shall be considered in the order of filing. 

3. At 8 a.m. on March 12, 1982, the 
land will be open to location under the 
United States mining laws. The land has 
been and continues to be open to 
applications and offers under the 
mineral leasing laws. 

Inquiries concerning the land should 
be addressed to the Chief, Branch of 
Lands and Minerals Operations, Bureau 
of Land Management, P.O. Box 12000, 
Reno, Nevada 89520. 


Dated: February 5, 1982. 
Garrey E. Carruthers, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 
[FR Doc. 82-4199 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 


43 CFR Public Land Order 6135 
[Nev-047462] 


Nevada; Revocation of Public Water 
Reserve No. 86 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 


ACTION: Public Land Order. 


SUMMARY: This order revokes an 
Executive order affecting 80 acres of 
public land withdrawn as a public water 
reserve. This action will restore the land 
to operation of the public land laws 
generally, including location of 
nonmetalliferous minerals under the 
mining laws. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: March 12, 1982. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Vienna Wolder, Nevada State Office, 
702-784-5703. 

By virtue of the authority vested in the 
Secretary of the Interior by Section 204 
of the Federal Land Policy and 


Management Act of 1976, 90 Stat. 2751; 
43 U.S.C. 1714, it is ordered as follows: 
1. Executive Order dated February 8, 
1923, which withdrew the following 
described public land as a public water 
reserve, is hereby revoked: : 
Mount Diablo Meridian 
Public Water Reserve No. 86 
T. 40N., R. 51 E., 
Sec. 32, E4SW%. . 


The area described contains 80 acres in 
Elko County. 


2. At 8 a.m. on March 12, 1982, the 
land shall be open to operation of the 
public land laws generally, subject to 
valid existing rights, the provisions of 
existing withdrawals, and the 
requirements of applicable law. All 
valid applications received from the 
date of this publication until and 
including 8 a.m. on March 12, 1982, shall 
be considered as simultaneously filed at 
that time. Those received thereafter 
shall be considered in the order of filing. 

3. At 8 a.m. on March 12, 1982, the 
land will be open to location for 
nonmetalliferous minerals under the 
United States mining laws. The land has 
been and continues to be open to 
metalliferous mineral location under the 
United States mining laws and to 
applications and offers under the 
mineral leasing laws. 

Inquiries concerning the land should 
be addressed to the Chief, Branch of 
Lands and Minerals Operations, Bureau 
of Land Management, P.O. Box 12000, 
Reno, Nevada 89520. 

Dated: February 5, 1982. 

Garrey E. Carruthers, ; 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 
[FR Doc. 82-4197 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 


43 CFR Public Land Order 6136 
[C-10989] 


Colorado; Revocation of Secretarial 
Order of February 18, 1909 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 


ACTION: Public land order. 


sumMARY: This order revokes in its 
entirety a Secretarial order which 
withdrew public lands for use by the 
Forest Service as an administrative site. 
The 40 acres of public land will be open 
to operation of the public land laws 
generally, including the mining laws. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: March 12, 1982. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Richard D. Tate, Colorado State Office, 
303-837-2535. 7 





By virtue of the authority vested in the 
Secretary of the Interior by Section 204 
of the Federal Land Policy and 
Management Act of 1976, 90 Stat. 2751; 
43 U.S.C. 1714, it is ordered as follows: 

1. Secretarial Order of February 18, 
1909, which withdrew public lands for 
use of the Forest Service as the Deer 
Creek Administrative Site, is hereby 
revoked in its entirety: 

Sixth Principal Meridian 
T.65S., R. 73 W., 

Sec. 27, SEYANE%. 

The land described contains 40 acres in 
Park County. 

2. At 7:45 a.m. on March 12, 1982, the 
land shall be open to operation of the 
public land laws generally, subject to 
valid existing rights, the provisions of 
existing withdrawals and the 
requirements of applicable law. All 
valid applications received at or prior to 
7:45 a.m. on March 12, 1982, shall be 
considered as simultaneously filed at 
that time. Those received thereafter 
shall be considered in the order of filing. 

3. At 7:45 a.m. on March 12, 1982, the 
land will be open to location under the 
United States mining laws. The land has 
been and continues to be open to 
applications and offers under the 
mineral leasing laws. 

Inquiries concerning these lands 
should be directed to the Chief, Branch 
of Adjudication, Bureau of Land 
Management, 2000 Arapahoe, Denver, 
Colorado 80205. 

Dated: February 5, 1982. 

Garrey E. Carruthers, 

Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 
[FR Doc. 82-4165 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-84-m 


43 CFR Public Land Order 6137 
[CA 7504 WR] 


California; Revocation of Executive 
Order No. 6721 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 
ACTION: Public land order. 


SUMMARY: This order revokes a 
withdrawal affecting 40 acres of land 
withdrawn in connection with Federal 
and State cooperative forest-protection 
work. This action will restore the land to 
the operation of the public land laws, 
including the location of 
nonmetalliferous minerals under the 
mining laws. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: March 12, 1982. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Celia Anderson, California State Office, 
916-484—4431. 


By virtue of the authority vested in the 
Secretary of the Interior by section 204 
of the Federal Land Policy and 
Management Act of 1976, 90 Stat. 2751; 
43 U.S.C. 1714, it is ordered as follows: 

1. Executive Order No. 6721 of May 25, 
1934 which withdrew the following 
described lands from settlement, 
location, sale or entry, for use as a 
lookout station in connéction with 
Federal and State cooperative forest- 
protection work, is hereby revoked in its 
entirety: 

San Bernardino Meridian 
T.95S.,R.3 W. 

Sec. 15, NW%NW%. 

The area described contains 40 acres in 
San Diego County, California. 


2. At 10:00 a.m. on March 12, 1982, the 
lands shall be open to operation of the 
public land laws generally, subject to 
valid existing rights, the provisions of 
existing withdrawals, and the 
requirements of applicable law. All 
valid applications received at or prior to 
10:00 a.m. on March 12, 1982, shall be 
considered as simultaneously filed at 
that time. Those received therafter shall 
be considered in the order of filing. 

3. At 10:00 a.m. on March 12, 1982, the 
land will be open to nonmetalliferous 
mineral location under the United States 
mining laws. The land has been open to 
applications and offers under the 
mineral leasing laws and to 
metalliferous mineral location under the 
United States mining laws. 

Inquiries concerning the lands should 
be addressed to the Bureau of Land 
Management, Room E-2841, 2800 
Cottage Way, Sacramento, California 
95825. ‘ 

Dated: February 5, 1982. 

Garrey E. Carruthers, 

Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 
[FR Doc. 82-4164 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 


43 CFR Public Land Order 6138 
[M-41491] 


Montana; Partial Revocation of Public 
Water Reserve 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 


ACTION: Public land order. 


SUMMARY: This order partially revokes 
an Executive order and Secretarial order 
which withdrew public lands for public 
water reserve purposes. This action will 
not restore the lands to operation of the 
public land laws generally, as the 
surface interest has passed into private 
ownership and the minerals are subject 
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to valid existing rights and the 
requirements of applicable law. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: February 17, 1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Roland F. Lee, Montana State Office 
406-657-6291. 

By virtue of the authority contained in 
Section 204 of the Federal Land Policy 
and Management Act of 1976, 90 Stat. 
2751; 43 U.S.C. 1714, it is ordered as 
follows: 

1. The Executive Order of April 17, 
1926 creating Public Water Reserve No. 
107, as constructed by Secretarial Order 
of November 10, 1928, as Interpretation 
No. 75, is hereby revoked insofar as it 
affects the following described lands: 


Principal Meridian 


T.15S.,R.6E., 
Sec. 21, lots 9 to 12, inclusive. 


The area described aggregates 156.26 
acres in Gallatin County. 

2. This action will not restore the 
above described lands to operation of 
the mining laws unless and until 
appropriate rules and regulations are 
issued. 

3. The lands will not be restored to 
operation of the public lands laws as the 
surface interests are in private 
ownership. 

The lands have been and continue to 
be open to applications and offers under 
the mineral leasing laws. 

Inquiries concerning the lands should 
be addressed to the Chief, Branch of 
Lands and Minerals Operations, Bureau 
of Land Management, P.O. Box 30157, 
Billings, Montana 59107. 

Dated: February 5, 1982. 

Garrey E. Carruthers, 

Assistant Secretary of the Interior. ° 
[FR Doc. 82-4163 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 


43 CFR Public Land Order 6139 
[CA-3494] 


California; Revocation of National 
Forest Administrative Site Withdrawal 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 


ACTION: Public land order. 


SUMMARY: This order revokes an 
Executive order which withdrew 176.33 
acres of public land for use as a Forest 
Service Ranger Station. This action will 
restore the lands to the operation of the 
public land laws generally, including the 
mining laws. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: March 12, 1982. 
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Marie Getsman, California State Office, 
916-484-4431. 

By virtue of the authority vested in the 
Secretary of the Interior by Section 204 
of the Federal Land Policy and 
Management Act of 1976, 90 Stat. 2751; 
43 U.S.C. 1714, it is ordered as follows: 

1. Executive Order No. 1327 of April 3, 
1911, which withdrew the following 
described public lands for use by the 
Department of Agriculture as a ranger 
station in connection with 
administration of the Lassen National 
Forest, is hereby revoked. 

Mount Diablo Meridian 
Apex Administrative Site 
T. 35N., R. 2E., 
Sec. 7, SW%SW%; 
Sec. 18, N4NW% and SEMNW%. 


The area described aggregates 176.33 acres 
in Shasta County. 


2. At 10 a.m. on March 12, 1982, the 
lands shall be open to operation of the 
public land laws generally, subject to 
valid existing rights, the provisions of 
existing withdrawals, and the 
requirements of applicable law. All 
valid applications received at or prior to 
10 a.m. on March 12, 1982, shall be 
considered as simultaneously filed at 
the time. Those received thereafter shall 
be considered in order of filing. 

3. The lands will be open to location 
under the United States mining laws at 
10 a.m. on March 12, 1982. They have 
been open to applications and offers 
under the mineral leasing laws. 

Inquiries concerning the lands shall be 
addressed to the Bureau of Land 
Management, U.S. Department of the 
Interior, Room E-2841, Federal Office 
Building, 2800 Cottage Way, 
Sacramento, California 95825. 


Dated: February 5, 1982. 
Garrey E. Carruthers, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 
[FR Doc. 82-4162 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 


43 CFR Public Land Order 6140 
[W-20042] 


Wyoming; Powersite Restoration No. 
688; Total and Partial Revocation of 
Powersite Reserve Nos. 4, 139, 169, 
413 and 435 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. ‘ 


ACTION: Public land order. 


SUMMARY: This order totally and 
partially revokes several Executive 
orders which withdrew 2,050.37 acres of 
land for powersite purposes, It also 
revokes the provisions of Section 24 of 


| additional 2,553. 
, Powersite Reserve Nos. 139, 169 and 413. 


the Federal Power as to an 
shaves of lands in 


The public lands containing 1,337.12 
acres will be opened to operation of the 


| public land laws. The remaining 713.25 


acres are either withdrawn or privately 
owned. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: March 12, 1982. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
W. Scott Gilmer, Wyoming State Office, 
307-778-2220, extension 2336. 

By virtue of the authority vested in the 
Secretary of the Interior by Section 204 
of the Federal Land Policy and 
Management Act of 1976, 90 Stat. 2751; 
43 U.S.C. 1714, and Section 24 of the 
Federal Power Act of June 10, 1920, as 
amended, 41 Stat. 1075, 16 U.S.C. 818, 
and pursuant to the determination of the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
in DA-164-Wyoming, it is ordered as 
follows: 

1. Executive Order of July 2, 1910, as 
modified by Executive Order of August 
3, 1914, creating Powersite Reserve No. 
4, is hereby revoked insofar as it affects 
the following described lands: 


Sixth Principal Meridian 
T. 15 N., R. 82 W., 
Sec. 26, S¥2NE%, and NEMNW%. 
T. 25 N., R. 84 W., 
Sec. 4, lots 4, 5, SW%NW%, S2SW%, 
NE%SE%, and S¥%SE%; 
Sec. 9, N4NE%, and SE%NE%. 
T. 26 N,, R. 84 W., 
Sec. 33, SW%SE%; 
Sec. 34, SWY%NE%, SWY%NW%, and 
NWSE. 


The area described contains 723.25 
acres. 

2. The Executive Order of December 
28, 1910, creating Powersite Reserve No. 
169, which withdrew the following 
described lands is hereby revoked: 


T. 14N., R. 84 W., 

Sec. 12, SW%; 

Sec. 13, W%; 

Sec. 23, lot 1, SE%NE%, and E%SE%; 

Sec. 24, W%SW%; 

Sec. 25, W2W%; 

Sec. 26, E%XE%. 

The area described aggregates 1,048.37 
acres. 


3. The Executive Order of April 21, 
1914, creating Powersite Reserve No. 
435, which withdrew the following 
described lands is hereby revoked: 


T. 12 N., R. 80 W., 
Sec. 9, NEMSW%; 
Sec. 15, W%SW%, and SEXZSW%:; 
Sec. 16, E42SE%; 
Sec. 22, lots 3, and 4. 


The area described contains 278.75 
acres. 

4. The following described lands in 
Powersite Reserve Nos. 139, 169, and 
413, which have been open to the 


applications and offers under the 
mineral leasing laws, and to location 
under the United States mining laws 
subject to the provisions of the Act of 
August 11, 1955, 69 Stat. 682; 30 U.S.C. 
621, are hereby relieved of such 
restriction: 

T. 27 N., R. 69 W., 

Sec. 19, lot 4, SE%SW%, and S%SE% 
(formerly $4%S‘%); 

Sec. 20, SE%; 

Sec. 21, NW%SW%, and NE%SE%; 

Sec. 22, SW%NE%, SE4NW%, and 
N%SW%; 

Sec. 23, SW%; 

Sec. 24, N%SW%; 

Sec. 26, NW%NW%; 

Sec. 27, SW%NW%; 

Sec. 28, NE%, and S4NW%; 

Sec. 29, S¥44NE%, and NE“NW%. 

T. 27 N., R. 70 W., 

Sec. 14, SW%4NE%, NW%“NW%, 
S*NW%, N%SW%, SE“SW%, and 
NW%SE%; 

Sec. 15, S4%2N%, and N¥%S%; 

Sec. 22, NE4ANE%; 

Sec. 23, NE%, NE%ZNW%, and 
SWY%NW%; 

Sec. 24, SW%NW%, NE“SW%, N%SE% 
and SE%SE%. 

T. 14N., R. 84 W., 

Sec. 24, lots 8 thru 20, and SW%NW%. 
T. 22.N., R. 86 W., 

Sec. 24, EYNE%. 


The above described area aggregates 
2,553.29 acres. 

The total area aggregates 4,603.66 
acres of public, nonpublic and 
withdrawn lands in Carbon and Platte 
Counties. 

5. At 10:00 a.m. on March 12, 1982, the 
following described public lands shall 
be open to operation of the public land 
laws generally, subject to valid existing 
rights, the provisions of existing 
withdrawals, and the requirements of 
applicable law. All valid applications 
received at or prior to 10:00 a.m. on 
March 12, 1982, shall be considered as 
simultaneously filed at that time. Those 
received thereafter shall be considered 
in the order of filing. 

Sixth Principal Meridian 
T. 12 N., R. 80 W., 

Sec. 9, NE%4SW%; 

Sec. 15, W%SW%, and SE%ZSW%; 

Sec. 22, lots 3, and 4. 

T. 14N., R. &4 W., 

Sec. 12, N4ANW%SW%, SW%YNW%SW%, 

and W%SW%SW%; 

Sec. 13, NW%, and W%SW%; 

Sec. 23, lot 1, SE4ANE%, and E%SE%; 

Sec. 24, W%SW%; 

Sec. 25, W%2W%; 

Sec. 26, EXE. 

T. 25 N., R. 84 W., 

Sec. 4, NE%SE%, and S%SE%; 

Sec. 9, N¥4NE%, and SE4%ANE%. 
T. 26 N., R. 84 W., 

Sec. 33, SW%SE%. 





The area described contains 1,337.12 
acres in Carbon County. 

6. The State of Wyoming has waived 
its right to select lands for highway 
rights-of-way or material sites as 
provided by the Federal Power Act of 
June 10, 1920, 16 U.S.C. 818. 

7. The public lands in section 34, T. 26 
N., R. 84 W., remain withdrawn for 
reclamation purposes by the Secretarial 
Order of October 12, 1929. 

The public lands in this order have 
been, and will continue to be, open to 
applications and offers under the 
mineral leasing laws, and to location 
under the United States mining laws 
subject to other existing withdrawals 
affecting the lands. 

Inquiries concerning the lands should 
be addressed to the Chief, Branch of 
Lands and Minerals Operations, Bureau 
of Land Management, P.O. Box 1828, 
Cheyenne, Wyoming 82001. 

Dated: February 5, 1982. 

Garrey E. Carruthers, 

Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 
[FR Doc. 82-4161 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 


43 CFR Public Land Order 6141 
[C-8840] 


Colorado; Powersite Restoration No. 
678; Partial and Total Revocation of 
Powersite Reserve Nos. 27, 50, 254, 
and 495; Release of Section 24 
Restriction on Certain Patented Lands 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 


ACTION: Public land order. 


SUMMARY: This order partially and 
totally revokes three Executive orders 
affecting 7,126.80 acres of public, 
nonpublic, and national forest lands. 
The public lands will be opened to 
operation of the public land laws 
generally. The national forest lands, not 
otherwise withdrawn, shall be opened 
to such forms of disposition as may by 
law be made of such lands. The private 
lands will be relieved of the restriction 
in the patents issued pursuant to Section 
24 of the Federal Power Act. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: March 12, 1982. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: — 
Richard D. Tate, Colorado State Office, 
303-837-5551. 

By virtue of the authority vested in the 
Secretary of the Interior by Section 204 
of the Federal Land Policy and 
Management Act of 1976, 90 Stat. 2751; 
43 U.S.C. 1714, and the determination of 
the Federal Energy and Regulatory 
Commission in DA-493-Colorado, it is 
ordered as follows: 


1. The Executive Order of July 2, 1910, 
creating Powersite Reserve Nos. 27, 43, 
and 50; Executive Order of March 22, 
1912, creating Powersite Reserve No. 
254; and Executive Order of July 19, 
1915, creating Powersite Reserve No. 
495; are hereby revoked insofar as they 
affect the following described lands: 


New Mexico Principal Meridian 


Powersite Reserve No. 27 


T. 49 N., R. 2 W., 
Sec. 24, SW%4NW%. 


Powersite Reserve No. 43 


T. 47 N.,R. 2E., 
Sec. 5, lots 3, 5 to 11, inclusive, S44NW%, 
SW%; 
Sec. 8, lots 2 to 12, inclusive, 14 to 16, 
inclusive; 
Sec. 17, lots 1 to 3, inclusive, 6 to 11, 
inclusive, 14 to 16, inclusive; 
Sec. 20, lots 1 to 3, inclusive, 6 to 11, 
inclusive, 14 to 16, inclusive; 
Sec. 21, lots 12 and 13; 
Sec. 28, lots 4 to 6, inclusive, 10 and 11, 
SE%SW%:; E 
Sec. 29, lots 1 and 2, 7 to 9 inclusive. 
T. 48N.,R. 2E,, 
Sec. 20, lot 8; 
Sec. 21, SEAZNW%, EXSW%, EXZW% 
SW%; . 
Sec. 28, lots 4 and 9, NEANW%, 
EXW*NW%, N%*YSW%; 
Sec. 29, lots 1 to 4, inclusive, 6 to 8 
inclusive, 10 to 13, inclusive, NE%SW %; 
Sec. 32, lots 1 to 5, inclusive, SEANW'%, 
E%SW%. 


Powersite Reserve No. 50 


T. 50 N.,R.1E., 
Sec. 4, SSW %SE%“SW%, NYSE“SW%, 
SE“%SE%SW%. 
T. 49 N., R. 2 W., 
Sec. 13, W%xE%, W%E*XNE%, 
NE“%NE%NE%. 


Powersite Reserve No. 254 


T. 46N., R. 2E., 

Sec. 4, SEANW%, E%XSW%. 
T. 47N., R. 2E., 

Sec. 29, lot 16; 

Sec. 33, NW%NE%, S%2NE%, W%SW%. 
T. 48N., R. 2E., 

Sec. 4, W%SW%:; 

Sec. 9, lot 1, SW%NE%, WY%NW%, 

NW%SW%, W%SE%; 
Sec. 20, lot 1, NE“NE%; 
Sec. 21, NEMNW%. 


Powersite Reserve No. 495 


T. 49 N., R. 7 W., 
Sec. 11, E¥4SE%; 
Sec. 13, NW%SW%; 
Sec. 14, NE“SW%; 
Sec. 23, NW%4NE%, SE4ANE%; 
Sec. 24, lots 3, 13, 14, 15, SW%NW%, 
N%SW%; 
Sec. 25, lots 1, 2, 8. 


Containing in the aggregate 
approximately 5,643.85 acres. 

The lands in Powersite Reserve No. 
495 remain withdrawn by other 
withdrawal orders. 
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2. The lands described below are 
within the boundaries of the Gunnison 
National Forest and will be open to such 
forms of disposition as may by law be 
made of national forest lands, subject to 
any valid existing rights, the provisions 
of existing withdrawals and the 
requirements of applicable law. 


Gunnison National Forest—New Mexico 
Principal Meridian 
Powersite Reserve No. 27 
T.51N.,R.1E., 

Sec. 11, SW%SE%; 

Sec. 12, lot 4; 

Sec. 14, N4NE%, SW%NE, EXNW%, 

SW%; 

Sec. 22, SE4ANE%; 

Sec. 23, NEMZANW%, WY%NW%; 

Sec. 27, SWY%NE%, NW%, N*%SW%; 

Sec. 28, SE4ANE%, N%SE%. 


Powersite Reserve No. 50 
T. 51N.,R.1E,, 


Sec. 14, SE4ANE%; 
Sec. 22, E“ZSW%. 


Containing in the aggregate 
approximately 1,119.85 acres. 

3. The lands described in this 
paragraph have been patented subject to 
Section 24 of the Federal Power Act of 
June 10, 1920, 16 U.S.C. 818. Accordingly, 
these lands will be relieved of this 
restriction. 


New Mexico Principal Meridian 


Powersite Reserve No. 27 
T.51N.,R.1E,, 
Sec. 11, SEY“4SE%; 
Sec. 12, lot 3, S%SW%; 
Sec. 27, NWY%NE%. 


Powersite Reserve No. 50 


T. 50 N.,R.1E,, 
Sec. 4, N¥ANW%SE“SW. 


Powersite Reserve No. 254 


T. 46N., R. 2E., 
Sec. 4, lot 3. 


Containing in the aggregate 
approximately 363.10 acres. 

The total areas described aggregate 
7,126.80 areas of public, nonpublic and . 
national forest lands in Gunnison, 
Montrose and Saguache Counties. 

4. The State of Colorado has waived 
its right to select lands for highway 
rights-of-way or material sites as 
provided by the Federal Power Act of 
June 10, 1920,16 U.S.C. 818. 

5. At 7:45 a.m. on March 12, 1982, the 
public lands in paragraph one, excluding 
these described lands in Powersite 
Reserve No. 495, shall be open to 
operation of the public land laws 
generally, subject to valid existing 
rights, the provisions of existing 
withdrawals, and the requirements of 
applicable law. All valid applications 
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received at or prior to 7:45 a.m. on 
March 12, 1982, shall be considered as 
simultaneously filed at that time. Those 
received thereafter shall be considered 
in the order of filing. 

6. At 7:45 a.m. on March 12, 1982, the 
lands in paragraph two shall be subject 
to such forms of disposition as may by 
law be made of national forest lands, 
subject to valid existing rights, the 
provisions of existing withdrawals, and 
the requirements of applicable law. 

7. The patented lands described in 
paragraph three are hereby relieved of 
the restrictions of Section 24 of the 
Federal Power Act of June 10, 1920, 16 
U.S.C. 818. 

The lands have been open to 
applications and offers under the 
mineral leasing laws, and to location 
under the United States mining laws 
subject to the provisions of the Act of 
August 11, 1955, 69 Stat. 682; 30 U.S.C. 
621. 

Inquiries concerning the public lands 
should be addressed to Chief, Branch of 
Adjudication, Bureau of Land 
Management, Colorado State Office, 
2000 Arapahoe, Denver, Colorado 80205. 

Dated: February 5, 1982. 

Garrey E. Carruthers, 

Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 
[FR Doc. 82-4154 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 


43 CFR Public Land Order 6142 
(C-11315] 


Colorado; Reservoir Site Restoration 
No. 50; Partial Revocation of Reservoir 
Site Reserve Nos. 27, 30, 50 and 53 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 


ACTION: Public land order. 


SUMMARY: This order partially revokes 


the Secretarial Order of August 18, 1894, 
as it pertains to reservoir site reserves 
affecting approximately 2,089.90 acres. 
The 320 acres of public land will be 
restored to operation of the public land 
laws generally, including the mining 
laws. The 120 acres of national forest 
lands will be opened to such forms of 
disposition as may be made of such 
lands. A 40-acre tract of public land 
remains withdrawn. The remaining 
1,690.90 acres are privately owned. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: March 12, 1982. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Richard D. Tate, Colorado State Office, 
303-837-2535. 

By virtue of the authority vested in the 
Secretary of the Interior by Section 204 
of the Federal Land Policy and 


Management Act of 1976, 90 Stat. 2751, 
43 U.S.C. 1714, it is ordered as follows: 
1. The Secretarial Order of August 18, 
1894, as it pertains to Reservoir Site 
Reserve Nos. 27, 30, 50, and 53, is hereby 
revoked insofar as it affects the 
followiag described lands: 
Sixth Principal Meridian 
Reservoir Site Reserve No. 27 
T. 23 S., R. BBW., 
Sec. 1, SW%SW% ; 
Sec. 2, lot 3, SW%4NE%, SEANW%, 
NE“4SW%, S%4%SW%, NW%SE%, 


S%SE%; 
Sec. 11, NW%NE%, NYZNW%. 


Land described aggregates 
approximately 529.90 acres. All of the 
lands in this reserve have been 
patented. 

Reservoir Site Reserve No. 30 
T. 30 S., R. 69 W., 


Sec. 25, NW%NE%, NW%, NW%4SW%; 
Sec. 26, SE%ANE%, E%2SE%. 


Land described aggregates 360 acres. 
All lands in this reserve have been 
patented. 


Reservoir Site Reserve No. 50 
T.125., R. 79 W., 
Sec. 26, SW%SW% (forest land) 
Sec. 27, S¥SE% (forest land) 
Sec. 34, NEY%ANE% (public land) 
NW‘NE% (patented land) 
Sec. 35, NW%4NW% (patented land). 


Land described aggregates 240 acres. 
Of this, 80 acres in the reserve have 
been patented, 120 acres are national 
a lands, and 40 acres are public 
and. 


Reservoir Site Reserve No. 53 
T. 21S., R. 66 W., 

Sec. 19, SE%SE% (public land) 

Sec. 20, S4%NE%, SEANW%, EXSW%, 
N%*SE%, SW%SE% (patented land) 
W*%SW%. (public land) 

Sec. 29, NW%, W%SW% (patented land) 

Sec. 30, N¥NE% (patented land) S¥%NE%, 
E%SE% (public land) 

Sec. 31, NE%ANE% (public land). 


Land described aggregates 960 acres. 
Of this, 640 acres in this reserve have 
rome patented, and 320 acres are public 
ands. 


2. At 7:45 a.m. on March 12, 1982, 320 
acres of public land shall be open to 
operation of the publiclandlaws_ 
generally, subject to valid existing 
rights, the provisions of existing 
withdrawals, and the requirements of 
applicable law. All valid applications 
received at or prior to 7:45 a.m. on 

.March 12, 1982, shall be considered as 
simultaneously filed at that time. Those 
received thereafter shall be considered 
in the order of filing. 

3. At 7:45 a.m. on March 12, 1982, 320 
acres of public land will be open to 


location under the United States mining 
laws. The lands have been open to 
applications and offers under the 
mineral leasing laws. 

4. At 7:45 a.m. on March 12, 1982, 120 
acres of national forest lands will be 
open to such forms of disposition as 
may by law be made of national forest 
lands. 

5. The NE%NE% sec. 34, T. 12 S., R. 
79 W., remains withdrawn from all 
forms of appropriation under the public 
land laws, including the mining laws, for 
the Brown’s Canyon Primitive Area 
(C—24224). It is also withdrawn by 
Powersite Reserve No. 92. 

6. The remaining 1,609.90 acres are 
privately owned. 

Inquiries concerning the lands should 
be addressed to the Chief, Branch of 
Adjudication, Bureau of Land 
Management, 2000 Arapahoe, Denver, 
Colorado 80205. 

Dated: February 5, 1982. 

Garrey E. Carruthers, 

Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 
[FR Doc. 82-4155 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 


43 CFR Public Land Order 6143 
(M 31168] 
Revocation of Secretarial 


Montana; 
Order Dated June 18, 1908, Blossburg 
Administrative Site 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 
ACTION: Public land order. 


SUMMARY: This order revokes a 
Secretarial Order dated June 18, 1908, 
which withdrew 80 acres as an 
administrative site for use by the Forest 
Service. This action will open the lands 
to such forms of disposition as may by 
law be made of national forest lands. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: March 12, 1982. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Roland F. Lee, Montana State Office 
406-657-6291. 

By virtue of the authority contained in 
Section 204 of the Federal Land Policy 
and Management Act of 1976, 90 Stat. 
2751; 43 U.S.C. 1714, it is ordered as 
follows: 

1. Secretarial Order dated June 18, . 
1908, which withdrew certain lands for 
administrative purposes, is hereby 
revoked so far as it affects the following 
described lands: 


Principal Meridian 
Helena National Forest 


T. 11., R. 6 W., 
Sec. 34, EYWSE%. 





The area described contains 80 acres 
in Lewis and Clark County. 

2. At 8 a.m. on March 12, 1982, the 
lands shall be open to such forms of 
disposition as may by law be made of 
national forest lands. 

Dated: February 5, 1982. 

Garrey E. Carruthers, 

Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 
[FR Doc. 82-4156 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 


43 CFR Public Land Order 6144 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 


ACTION: Public land order. 


SUMMARY: This order revokes an 
Executive order which withdrew 36.20 _ 
acres of public land for use as a Forest 
Service administrative site. This action 
will restore the land to the operation of 
the public land laws generally, including 
the mining laws. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: March 13, 1982. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Marie M. Getsman, California State 
Office 916-484-4431. 

By virtue of the authority vested in the 
Secretary of the Interior by Section 204 
of the Federal Land Policy and 
Management Act of 1976, 90 Stat. 2751; 
43 U.S.C. 1714, it is ordered as follows: 

1. Executive Order No. 7555 of 
February 17, 1937, which withdrew the 
following described public land as a 
Forest Service administrative site, is 
hereby revoked: 


Soap Creek Administrative Site 


Mount Diablo Meridian 


T. 29N.,R.2E., 
Sec. 6, lot 18. _ 


The area described contains 36.20 
acres in Tehama County. 

2. At 10 a.m. on March 13, 1982, the 
land shall be open to operation of the 
public land laws generally, subject to 
valid existing rights, the provisions of 
existing withdrawals, and the 
requirements of applicable law. All 
valid applications received at or prior to 
10 a.m. on March 13, 1982, shall be 
considered as simultaneously filed at 
that time. Those received thereafter 
shall be considered in the order of filing. 

3. The land will be open to location 
under the United States mining laws at 
* 10 a.m. on March 13, 1982. It has been 
open to applications and offers under 
the mineral leasing laws. 


Inquiries concerning the land should 
be addressed to the Bureau of land 
Management, U.S. Department of the 
Interior, Room E-2841 Federal Office 
Building, 2800 Cottage Way, 
Sacramento, California 95825. 

Dated: February 5, 1982. 

Garrey E. Carruthers, 

Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 
[FR. Doc. 82-4157 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 a.m.] 
BILLING CODE 4310-04-M 


43 CFR Public Land Order 6145 
[1-12782] 


idaho; Revocation of Marshall Lake 
Administrative Site 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 


ACTION: Public land order. 


SUBJECT: The order revokes an 
Executive order, which withdrew 90 
acres of land for the U.S. Forest Service, 
Marshall Lake Administrative Site. This 
action will open the lands to such forms 
of disposition as may by law be made of 
national forest lands, including 
nonmetalliferous mineral location. The 
lands have been and would continue to 
be open to metalliferous mineral 
location and mineral leasing. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: March 13, 1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Larry Lievsay, Idaho State Office, 208- 
334-1735. 

By virtue of the authority contained in 
Section 204 of the Federal Land Policy 
and Management Act of 1976, 90 Stat. 
2751; 43 U.S.C. 1714, it is ordered as 
follows: 

1. Executive Order No. 4178 of March 
19, 1925, is hereby revoked in its 
entirety: 

Boise Meridian 
Payette National Forest 
T. 24N.,R.4E., 
Sec. 36, E4,NE%SW%, NE“SE“SW%, 
NW‘%SE%, N%SW%SE%. 


The area described contains 90 acres 
in Idaho County. 

2. At 7:45 a.m., on March 13, 1982, the 
lands shall be open to such forms of 
disposition as may by law be made of 
national forest lands. 

Dated: February 5, 1982. 

Garrey E. Carruthers, 

Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 
[FR Doc. 82-6158 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 
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43 CFR Public Land Order 6146 
[OR-22450] 

Oregon; Revocation of Coal Land 
Withdrawal 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 
ACTION: Public land order. 


SUMMARY: This order revokes an 
Executive Order which withdrew 
3,681.43 acres of land for classification 
and appraisement with respect to coal 
values. This action will restore 80 acres 
of land to operation of the public land 
laws generally, including non- 
metalliferous mineral location under the 
mining laws. The remaining 3,601.43 
acres are privately owned. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: March 13, 1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Champ C. Vaughan, Jr., Oregon State 
Office, 503-231-6905. 

By virtue of the authority vested in the 
Secretary of the Interior by Section 204 
of the Federal Land Policy and 
Management Act of 1976, 90 Stat. 2751; 
43 U.S.C. 1714, it is ordered as follows: 

1. The Executive Order of July 9, 1910, 
which withdrew the following described 
lands for classification and 
appraisement with respect to coal 
values is hereby revoked: 


Willamette Meridian 


T. 26 S., R. 12 W., 
Sec. 10, W%NW%. 
T. 28 S., R. 13 W., 
Sec. 22, W%NW% and N%SW. 
T. 29S., R. 13 W., 
Sec. 3, lot 4, SW%NW% and W%SW%; 
Sec. 4, lot 4, SW%NW%, NW%SW%, 
S%SW% and W%SE%; 
Sec. 9, SW%NE%, S%SW% and 
NW%SE%; 
Sec. 15, NE4ANE%, S4%2NE%, NW% and 
N‘%*SE%; 
Sec. 17, SW%SW% and E%XSE%; 
Sec. 20, N4%NE%, SEXZNE%, NW%NW%, 
S%NW% and SW%; 
Sec. 21, NE%, N¥%S% and SE%SE%:; 
Sec. 22, NW%4NE%, S4%2NE%, W% and 
N'%*SE%; 
Sec. 28, E%, E4W% and W%SW%:; 
Sec. 29, W%xE%, NW%, N%SW% and 
SE%SW%. 


Reconveyed Coos Bay Wagon Road Land 


T. 26 S., R. 12 W., 

Sec. 10, W%SW%. 

The areas described aggregate 3,681.43 
acres in Coos County. 


2. The lands described in paragraph 1, 


~ except as provided in paragraph 3, have 


been conveyed from United States 
ownership and are not open to operation 
of the public land laws, including the 
United States mining laws and mineral 
leasing laws, except that where coal has 
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. been reserved to the United States, such 


lands have been and continue to be 
open to operation of the mineral leasing 
laws as to coal only. 

3. At 10 a.m. on March 13, 1982, 
subject to valid existing rights, the 
provisions of existing withdrawals, and 
the requirements of applicable law, the 
W*SW%< of section 10, T. 26 S., R. 12 
W., will be open to such forms of 
disposition as may by law be made of 
Reconveyed Coos Bay Wagon Road 
Land, including nonmetalliferous 
mineral location under the mining laws. 
The lands have been and continue to be 
open to metalliferous mineral location 


under the United States mining laws and 


to applications and offers under the 
mineral leasing laws. 
Inquiries concerning the lands should 
be addressed to the State Director, 
Bureau of Land Management, P.O. Box 
2965, Portland, Oregon 97208. 
Dated: February 5, 1982. 
Garrey E. Carruthers, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 
[FR Doc. 82-4159 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M_ 


43 CFR Public Land Order 6147 
[Nev-051749] 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 


AcTION: Public land order. 


SUMMARY: This order revokes a 
protective Executive order made for a 
hot springs area. The area described by 
the Executive order does not contain 
any hot springs. This action will restore 
240 acres of land to national forest 
status and open them to such forms of 
disposition as may by law be made of 
national forest land. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: March 13, 1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Vienna Wolder, Nevada State Office, 
702-784-5703. 


By virtue of the authority vested in the 


Secretary of the Interior by Section 204 
of the Federal Land Policy and 
Management Act of 1976, 90 Stat. 2751, 
43 U.S.C. 1714, it is ordered as follows: 
1. Executive Order 4097 of November 
1, 1924, which withdrew the following 
described land for the protection of hot 


springs is hereby revoked in its entirety. 


There are no existing hot springs on the 
land. 
Mount Diablo Meridian 


T.17N., R. 46E., 
Sec. 19, W%2NE%, SE%. 


The area described contains 240 acres 
in Lander County. 

2. At 10 a.m. on March 13, 1982, the 
lands shall be open to such forms of 
disposition as may by law be made of 
national forest lands. 


Dated: February 5, 1982. 
Garrey E. Carruthers, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 
{FR Doc. 62-4160 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 


43 CFR Public Land Order 
[U-31099] 


Utah; Revocation of Commissioner’s 
Order Approved June 11, 1943; 
Revocation of Public Order Nos. 1868, 
4036, and 4061 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 


ACTION: Public land order. 


SUMMARY: This order revokes four 
Bureau of Reclamation withdrawals of 
public lands for the Dixie Reclamation 
Project. This action will restore the 
lands to operation of the Public land 
laws generally, including the mining 
laws. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: March 16, 1982. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Darrell Barnes, Utah State Office, 801- 
5244245. 

By virtue of the authority vested in the 
Secretary of the Interior by Section 204 
of the Federal Land Policy and 
Management Act of 1976, 90 Stat. 2751; 
43 U.S.C. 1714, it is ordered as follows: 

1. Commissioner's Order of June 11, 
1943, Public Land Order No. 1868 of June 
3, 1959, Public Land Order No. 4036 of 
June 6, 1966, and Public Land Order No. 
4061 of July 18, 1966, which withdrew 
certain Public lands for use in 
connection with the Bureau of 
Reclamation’s Dixie Project, is hereby 
revoked as to the following described 
lands: 


Salt Lake Meridian 


T. 41S., R. 11 W., 
Sec. 30, Lots 2, 3, E¥4SW%, SE%; 
Sec. 31, Lots 2, 3, 4, NEY%ANE%, EX2SW%, 
SE%; 
Sec. 33, Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, N%, N¥%S%. 
T. 42S., R. 11 W., 
Sec. 3, Lots 3, 4, 6, 7, 10, 11; 
Sec. 4, Lots 2 to 15 inclusive; 
Sec. 5, Lots 1 to 7 inclusive, SW%NE%, 
S*%NW%, SW%, WYSE. 
T. 41S., R. 12 W., 
Sec. 13, Lots 1, 2, NE%, NW%NW%, 
N%S%, SE%SW%; 
Sec. 14, N¥%e, SW%, N%SE%, SW%SE%:; 
Sec. 15, Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, N¥%, SE%; 
Sec. 19, Lot 4, E4NE%, NW%NE%, 
NE“%NW%, ESE; 


Sec. 20, N%, N%S%, SEXSW%; 

Sec. 21, N¥%; 

Sec. 22, NW%NE%, N'4YNW%, SEANW%:; 

Sec. 23, NW%NE%, N¥%NW%,E*SE%; 

Sec. 24, Lots 1 to 8 inclusive, E“ZNW%, 
SW%; 

Sec. 25, NW%NE%, NY%NW%, SW%, 
S%*SE%; 

Sec. 26, SW%NW%, S%; 

Sec. 27, S¥ANE%, SEZNW%, SW%SW%, 
E%SW%, SE%; 

Sec. 28, N4XYNE%, SW%NW%, SW%, 
W*SE%, SE%SE%; 

Sec. 29, S%N%, S%; 

Sec. 30, Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, S4%NE%, SEANW%, 
E%SW%, SE%:; 

Sec. 31, Lots 1, 2, 3, 4, E%, EW; 

Sec. 33, N%; 

Sec. 34, N%; 

Sec. 35, N¥%. 


T. 415S., R.13 W., 


Sec. 25, Lots 5, 6, NW%NE%, SE%; 

Sec. 28, NW%NW%; 

Sec. 29, E%, EZ4NW%, SW%YNW%, SW%; 

Sec. 30, Lots 1 to 6 inclusive, SW%NE%, 
N*%SE%, (less patented mining claims). 


T. 42 S., R. 13 W., 


Sec. 8, NEY%SE%; 

Sec. 10, SE%4SE%; 

Sec. 11, Lot 3; 

Sec. 15, Lots 2, 3, 4, SEANW%, E%SW%; 

Sec. 17, SW%SW%; 

Sec. 18, SE%SE%; 

Sec. 19, lots 1 to 12 inclusive, E%; 

Sec. 20, W%W*, SE%SW%; 

Sec. 22, EXZW%; 

Sec. 27, W%W%; 

Sec. 28, NW%NW%, S%SW%, 
NW%SE%; 

Sec. 29, S44NE%, EXW'%, SE%; 


- Sec. 30, Lots 1 to 12 inclusive, W%E%; 


Sec. 31, Lots 1 to 6 inclusive, NE%; 
Sec. 33, SW%, S¥%SE%, NE“SE%; 
Sec. 34, W%W. 


T. 43 S., R. 13 W., 


Sec. 4, W%W*%, EXNW%, NW%NE%; 
Sec. 5, All; 

Séc. 6, EXE; 

Sec. 7, NE%:; 

Sec. 8, NE4%ANE%, W*%2NE%, NW%. 


T. 41S., R. 14 W., 


Sec. 25, Lot 10, W%SE%; 

Sec. 34, Lots 3, 4, SW%SE%; 

Sec. 35, Lots 5 to 11 inclusive, S4NE%, 
NE%SW%, N%SE%. 


T. 42S., R. 14 W., 


Sec. 8, SE4,NE%, SE%SW%, SE%; 

Sec. 9, SW%NW%, NW%SW%, 
N%SW%SW%, SW%SW%SW; 

Sec. 10, Lots 5, 6, 10, 11, NE%SE%; 

Sec. 11, SW%SE%:; 

Sec. 13, SW%; 

Sec. 14, W%NE%, EXZNW%, SW%NW%, 
S%; 

Sec. 15, Lots 1, 3, 4, 5, SW%NE%, 
N#SW%, S%S%; 

Sec. 17, NE%4ANE%“NE%, W%NE%NE%, 
W**NE%, NW%; 

Sec. 19, Lots 2; 3, 10, 17,19, S4SE%; 

Sec. 20, Lot 5, S42SW%; 

Sec. 21, SE%; 

Secs. 22 to 27, All; 

Sec. 28, EX4NE%, SW%NE%, W%, SE; 

Sec. 29, E%, EANW%, W2W%, 
NE“SW%; 





Sec. 30, All; 

Sec. 31, All; 

Sec. 33, W%2NE%, W%. 

T. 43 S., R. 14 W., 

Sec. 4, NW%NW%:; 

Sec. 5, E¥%, NW%, N%SW%, SEXSW%; 

Sec. 6, Lots 1 to 4 inclusive, NE%, E4%W*, 
N*%*SE%; 

Sec. 7, Lots 1 to 4 inclusive, SW%NE%, 
E%XW*, W%SE%:; 

Sec. 8, E%; 

Sec. 9, SW%SW%; 

Sec. 17, EXE; 

Sec. 18, Lots 1 to 4 inclusive, W%2E%, 
EXW*:; 

Sec. 19, Lots 1 to 4 inclusive, W%2NE%, 
EXNW%; 

Sec. 20, NW%SW%, S%S%; 

Sec. 21, E%, EW, SW%SW%; 

Sec. 22, S%; 

Sec. 27, N¥%, N%S%; 

Sec. 28, N%, N%S%; 

Sec. 29, NE%/; 

Sec. 30, Lots 1 to 4 inclusive, E42W'; 

Sec. 31, Lot 3, NEANW%. 

T. 42S., R. 15 W., 

Sec. 23, Lot 1, NW%NE%; 

Sec. 24, NE%, EXZW%, NW%SE%; 

Sec. 25, S4NE%, SEANW%, SE%. 

T. 43 S., R. 15 W., 

Sec. 1, lots 1, 2, 4 to 7 inclusive, 10 to 14 
inclusive; 

Sec. 8, SW%NW%, W%SW%, SEXSW%; 

Sec. 9, SW%SW%:; 

Sec. 12, E%; 

Sec. 13, E%, EZW%, W%YNW%:; 

Sec. 21, N¥%; 

Sec. 24, NE%, W¥%2NW%:; 

Sec. 25, E%, EZW%, SW%4SW. 

T. 415S., R. 16 W., 
Sec. 31, SE¥ANE%; 
Sec. 33, E¥2SE%. 

T. 42S., R. 16 W., 

Sec. 4, lots 4, 7, 8, 9, SW%NE%, S2NW%, 
N%SW% SE%SW%; 

Sec. 5, SE%4NE%; 

Sec. 7, lots 13, 14; 

Sec. 9, lot 6, EXZNW%, W%SE%; 

Sec. 15, W%xE%, NW%NW%, SE“NW%, 
NE“%4SW™4, NY2SE“%4SWs, EY2WY2 
SWY4SEY“4SW%, EY2SWYSEMSW"4, 
SE%SE%SW%; 

Sec. 17, lot 1, NE4NW%, NW%SE%; 

Sec. 18, lots 1 to 5 inclusive, S¥2NE%; 

Sec. 21, NW%4NE%, SE4%ANE%, NE%“SE%; 

Sec. 35, SEZNW%. 

T, 43 S., R. 16 W., 

Sec. 1, S%NW%; 

Sec. 13, SE4ANE%, NE%“SE%. 

T. 40S., R.17 W., 

Sec. 29, S4NE%, W%SE%:; 

Sec. 33, lots 2, 3, 4. 

T. 41S., R. 17 W., 

Sec. 4, lots 4, 5, 12; 

Sec. 5, lots 1 to 12 inclusive, NE%sSW%, 
SE%; 

Sec. 8, E4%, EZNW%; 

Sec. 17, 3. %, SW%, NE“SE%, S%2SE%. 

T. 42 S., R.17 W., 

Sec. 1, lots 1,7, SWY%NE%, W%2SE%:; 

Sec. 12, N¥eNE%, SE%NE%, NENW, 
NE%“SE%. 


The areas described aggregate 
approximately 39,916 acres in 


Washington County. 


2. At 7:45 a.m. on March 16, 1982, the 
public lands shall be open to operation 
of the public land laws generally, 
subject to valid existing rights, the 
provisions of existing withdrawals, and 
the requirements of applicable law. All 
valid applications received at or prior to 
7:45 a.m. on March 16, 1982, shall be 
considered as simultaneously filed at 
that time. Those received thereafter 
shall be considered in the order of filing. 

3. At 7:45 a.m. on March 16, 1982, the 
public lands will be open to location 
under the United States mining laws. 
The lands have been open to 
applications and offers under the 
mineral leasing laws. 

Inquiries concerning the lands should 
be addressed to the Chief, Branch of 
Lands and Minerals Operations, Bureau 
of Land Management, University Club 
Building, 136 East South Temple, Salt 


’ Lake City, Utah 84111. 


Dated: February 8, 1982. 
Garrey E. Carruthers, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 
[FR Doc. 82-4153 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 


43 CFR Public Land Order 6150 
[1-10097] 


idaho; Partial Revocation of 
Reclamation Project Withdrawals 


AGENCY: Bureau of Land Management, 
Interior. 
ACTION: Public land order. 


SUMMARY: This order revokes two 
Secretarial orders, a Bureau of 
Reclamation order concurred in by the 
Bureau of Land Management, and 
partially revokes another Secretarial 
order which withdrew U.S. Forest 
Service lands and public lands for the 
Challis Upper Star Valley and General 
Investigation Reclamation Projects. This 
action will open the 1,139.24 acres of 
Forest Service lands to such forms of 
disposition as may by law be made of 
national forest lands and the 902.90 
acres of public lands will open to the 
operation of the public land laws, 
including the mining laws. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: March 16, 1982. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Larry Lievsay, Idaho State Office, 208- 
334-1735. 

By virtue of the authority contained in 
Section 204 of the Federal Land Policy 
and Management Act of 1976, 90 Stat. 
2751; 43 U.S.C. 1714, it is ordered as 
follows: 

1. Secretarial Orders of November 4, 
1943, November 5, 1943, March 27, 1941, 
and a Bureau of Reclamation Order of 
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November 4, 1954, concurred in by the 
Bureau of Land Management on May 15, 
1956, which withdrew lands for the 
Challis Upper Star Valley, and General 
Investigation Reclamation Projects are 
hereby revoked insofar as they affect 
the following described lands: 
Boise Meridian 
Public Lands 
T. 14N., R. 18E., 

Sec. 1, N42SW%, SEMZSW%; 

Sec. 2, lots 2, 3, 4, S44NE%, SEANW%, 

SW%, NE“SE%; 

Sec. 3, lots 1, 2, NE%4SE%. 
T. 15 N., R. 18 E., 

Sec. 35, S42SW%. 
T.95S.,R. 46E., 

Sec. 11, lot 2, SW%NW%; 

Sec. 15, E¥2SE%. 


U.S. Forest Service Lands 


Challis National Forest 


T.15N., R. 18 E., 
Sec. 34, SE%ASE%. 


Payette National Forest 
T. 17 N., R. 2 W., 
Sec. 29, SW%; 
Sec. 30, lots 3, 4, E¥SW%; 
Sec. 31, All; 
Sec. 32, NW%. 


The areas described contain a total of 
2,042.14 acres in Custer, Washington, 
Adams, and Caribou Counties. 

2. At 7:45 a.m. on February 8, 1982, the 
Forest Service lands shall be open to 
such forms of disposition as may by law 
be made of national forest lands. 

3. At 7:45 a.m. on February 8, 1982, the 
public lands shall be open to operation 
of the public land laws generally, 
subject to valid existing rights, the 
provisions of existing withdrawals, and 
the requirements of applicable law. All 
valid applications received at or prior to 
7:45 a.m. on February 8, 1982, shall be 
considered as simultaneously filed at 
that time. Those received thereafter 
shall be considered in the order of filing. 

4. At 7:45 a.m. on February 8, 1982, the 
public lands will be open to location 
under the United States mining laws. 
They have been, and continue to be, 
open to applications and offers under 
the mineral leasing laws. 

Inquiries concerning the lands should 
be addressed to the State Director, 
Idaho State Office, Federal Building, Box 
042, 550 W. Fort Street, Boise, Idaho 
83724. 


Dated: February 8, 1982. 
Garrey E. Carruthers, _ 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 
[FR-Doc. 82-4151 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 
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FEDERAL EMERGENCY 
MANAGEMENT AGENCY 


44 CFR Part 67 


National Flood Insurance Program; 
Final Flood Elevation Determinations 


AGENCY: Federal Emergency 
Management Agency (FEMA). 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: Final base (100-year) flood 


elevations are listed below for selected 
’ locations in the nation. 

These base (100-year) flood elevations 
are the basis for the flood plain 
management measures that the 
community is required either to adopt or 
show evidence of being already in effect 
in order to qualify or remain qualified 
for participation in the National Flood 
Insurance Program (NFIP). 

EFFECTIVE DATE: The date of issuance of 
the Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM), 
showing base (100-year) flood 
elevations, for the community. 
ADDRESSES: See table below. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Robert G. Chappell, National Flood 
Insurance Program, (202) 287-0230, 
Federal Emergency Management 
Agency, Washington, D.C. 20472. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Federal Emergency Management 
Agency gives notice of the final 
determination of flood elevation for 
each community listed. 

This final rule is issued in accordance 
with section 110 of the Flood Disaster 
Protection Act of 1968 (Title XIII of the 
Housing and Urban Development Act of 
1968 (Pub. L. 90-448), 42 U.S.C. 4001- 
4128, and 44 CFR Part 67). An 
opportunity for the community or 
individuals to appeal this determination 
to or through the community for a period 
of ninety (90) days has been provided, 
and the Agency has resolved the 
appeals presented by the community. 

The Agency has developed criteria for 
flood plain management in flood-prone 
areas in accordance with 44 CFR Part 


Pursuant to the provisions of 5 U.S.C. 
605(b), the Associate Director, to whom 


FINAL BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS 


authority has been delegated by the 
Director, Federal Emergency 
Management Agency, hereby certifies 
that the (final) flood elevation 
determinations, if promulgated, will not 
have a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of smail entities. A 
flood elevation determination under 
section 1363 forms the basis for new 
local ordinances, which, if adopted by a 
local community, will govern future 
construction within the flood plain area. 
The elevation determinations, however, 
impose no restriction unless and until 
the local community voluntarily adopts 
flood plain ordinances in accord with 
these elevations. Even if ordinances are 
adopted in compliance with Federal 
standards, the elevations prescribe how 
high to build in the flood plain and do 
not proscribe development. Thus, this 
action only forms the basis for future 
local actions. It imposes no new 
requirement; of itself it has no economic 
impact. 

The final base (100-year) flood 
elevations for selected locations are: 


At the intersection of Antelope Creek and the down- 
stream limits. 


35 feet upstream from the center of the State High- 
“| way 202 (West Tehachapi Boulevard) crossing of 


Antelope 
50 feet west of the intersection of South Mill Street 
and West C Street. 


Mill Street. 
At the intersection of North Davis Street and East J 
Street. 
At the intersection of Anita Drive and South Dennison 
Road. 
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FiNAL BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continued 


Maps availabie for inspection at the Office of the Town Clerk, Town Office Building, Colchester, Connecticut. 


Litchfield, Town, Litchfield County (Docket No. FEMA- 
6147). 


Reeding, Town, Fairfield County (Docket No. FEMA- 
6129). 


Willington, Town, Tolland County (Docket No. FEMA- 
6147). 


Maps available for inspection at the Willington Town Clerk's Office, Town Hall, West Willignton, Connecticut. 


(C) Crystal Lake, McHenry County (Docket No. | Crystal Creek 
FEMA-6144). 


Maps available for inspection at the City Clerk's Office, 121 North Main Street, Crystal Lake, Illinois. 


(V) Rochester, Sangamon County (Docket No. FEMA- 
6144). 
Black Branch. 


« 


Maps available for inspection at the Village Hall, 128 North John Street, Rochester, Illinois. 


(V) Sleepy Hollow, Kane County (Docket No. FEMA- 
6121). 


Maps available for inspection at the Clerk's Office, Village Hall, One Thorobred Lane, Sleepy Hollow, lilinois. 


Downstream Corporate Limits of the Borough of Col- 
chester, Connecticut. 


Approximately 150’ upstream of U.S. Route 44.. 
At confluence of Roaring Brook 
100’ upstream of Central Vermont Railway (2nd most 


upstream crossing). 
Approximately 640’ upstream Central Vermont Railway 
crossing). 


About 150 feet downstream of Dartmoor Drive .. 
About 500 feet upstream of Dartmoor Drive ... 
About.100 feet upstream of McHenry Avenue 
About 100 feet upstream of St. Andrews Road... 


Approximately 1,800 feet upstream of State Route 29.... 
At upstream corporate limits 
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FINAL BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continued 


2,112’ or 0.4 mile downstream from South Barre Road 
South Barre Road anna 


Downstream side of Barre Woo! Combing Company 


Confluence with Ware River. 


6,864’ or 1.3 miles upstream from confluence with 


South Barre Road bridge... iccnassingeeanecnssaseasnavesngsenssdemnasiat 
1,584" oF 0.3 mile upstream trom Sou Barre Road 


Maps available for inspection at the Planning Board Office, Town Hall, Barre, Massachusetts. 


6094). 


Dudley, Town, Worcester County (Docket No. FEMA- 
6012). 


Maps available for inspection at the Egremont Town Hall, Route 71, Egremont, Massachusetts. 
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FINAL BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continued 


Lanesborough, Town, Berkshire County (Docket No. | Town Brook. 
FEMA-6079). 


FEMA-6147). 


Maps available for inspection at the Planning Board Office, Town Hall, 17 Main Street, Lunenburg, Massachusetts. 
Mattapoisett, Town, Plymouth County (Docket No. | Buzzards Bay... 
FEMA-5800). 
Certain areas of the community are subject to flood with velocity (wave action). See map for areas designated Zone V10. 
Maps available for inspection at the Office of the Town Clerk, 16 Main Street, Mattapoisett, Massachusetts. 


Sterling, Town, Worcester County (Docket No. FEMA- i ir 350’ downstream of Muddy Pond Road Bridge 


6147). 
Upstream side of State Route 62 Bridge 
Upstream side of State Route 140 Bridge. 
1,600’ upstream of Houghton Road Bridge 
280’ downstream of State Route 12 Bridge 
150’ upstream of Jewett Road Bridge 
Upstream of State Route 62 culvert 


Wilmington, Town, Middlesex County (Docket No. 
FEMA-5780). 


Upstream Boston and Maine Railroad (south of Main 
Street). 


Maps available for inspection at the Town Hall, Middlesex Avenue, Wilmington, Massachusetts. 
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FINAL BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continued 


FEMA-6012). 


’ . About 100 feet upstream of U.S. Highway 23 
FEMA-6181). Just upstream of Conrail bridge (about 3470 feet 


ee eee ~ 


Maps available for inspection at the Township Hall, 1720 Riverview Drive, Kalamazoo, Michigan. 
About 1,200 feet downstream of Manchester Ford 
Dam. 
Just downstream of Manchester-Ford Dam....................... 


Maps available for inspection at the Village Hall, 120 South Clinton, Manchester, Michigan. 


corporate 
Bak a ah release 
Just upstream of interstate 90 Frontage Road................. 
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FINAL BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continued 


(C), Goodview, Winona County (Docket No. FEMA- 
6144). 


Maps available for inspection at the City Hall, 4140 5th Street, Goodview, Minnesota. 


(C), Berger, Franklin County (Docket No. FEMA-6144)... 
Maps available for inspection at the Mayor's Home, Berger, Missouri. 


(C), Valley Park, St. Louis County (Docket No. FEMA- 
6144). 


Maps available for inspection at the City Hall, 320 Benton Street, Valley Park, Missouri. 
Henderson (City), Clark County (FEMA-5966) 


Maps available for inspection at City Hall, 243 Water Street, Henderson, Nevada. 


Maps available for inspection at the Community Development Office, Berlin City Hall, Berlin, New Hampshire. 
Clifton (City), Passaic County (FEMA-6146) 


..| 6,500 feet east of the intersection of Newport Drive 


and Magic Way. 
7,500 feet east of the intersection of Newport Drive 
and Magic Way. 


..| 1,500 feet south of the centerline of Sunset Road at a 


point 6,000 feet west of the intersection of Sunset 
Road and Gibson Road. 
6,100 feet south of the centerline of Sunset Road at a 


..| At the intersection of State Highway 3 and Passaic 
River. 


At the intersection of Garden State Parkway and 
Passaic River. 
20 feet upstream from the center of the River Road 


crossing. 

140 feet upstream from the center of the ramp to 
westbound U.S. Highway 46. 

At the intersection of Davidson Street and Weasel 
Brook. 

20 feet upstream from the center of the Grove Street 


crossing. 

200 feet downstream from center of Conrail crossing 
of Branch, Weasel Brook. 

At the intersection of Colfax Avenue and Branch 3-5- 
2, Weasel Brook. 

At the intersection of Interstate Highway 46 and 
Wabash Brook. 


Enterprise Avenue 25 feet upstream from centerline. 
Quaker Bridge Road 50 feet upstream from centeriine ... 
Sweet Briar Road 50 feet upstream from centerline 
Hughes Drive 50 feet upstream from centerline .. 


500 feet south of the intersection of Interstate High- 
way 295 and State Route 29. 

U.S. Route 206 50 feet upstream from centerline 

Groveville-Allentown Road 50 feet upstream from cen- 
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Finat Base (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continued 


Church Street 50 feet upstream from centeriine..... 
Extonville Road 50 feet upstream from centertine........... 
..| South Broad Street 25 feet upstream from centerline 
Yardville Road 50 feet upstream from centeriine ............ 
Groveville-Y ardville Road 50 feet upstream from cen- 


tertine. 
Tattietown Road 50 feet upstream from centerline 


Extonville Road 15 feet upstream from centertine...... 

Centerline of East State Street... 

50 feet upstream from centerline of Whitehorse-Hamil- 
ton Square Road. 


Little Ferry, 
FEMA-6124). 
Maps available for inspection at the Municipal Building, One Katherine Street, Little Ferry, New Jersey. 


Just downstream of Southern Railway ..... conttilinnnil 
Just downstream of U.S. Highway 70-258 bypass... 
— 200 feet downstream of U.S. Highway 


Let ups of NC. Highway 58 (rnin Higham) 
Just upstream of N.C. Highway 58. 

Just downstream of Airport Road (SR 1578)... 

Just downstream of Rouse Road (SR 1572)... 
Just downstream of Rouse Road (SR 1572) 


Approximately 175 feet East of intersection of 2nd 
Avenue and F Avenue. 
200 feet East of intersection of 2nd 
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FINAL BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continued 


Intersection of East 4th Avenue and Cedar Street 
intersection of East 14th Avenue and Elim Street 


Maps available for inspection at City Hall, Lafay: tte, Oregon. 


185th Drive and Union Pacific Railroad. 
Intersection of Stark Street and 208th Avenue 


Downstream side of Kaiser Road over the channel......... 
intersection of Harney Street and 82nd Avenue... 
intersection of Mall Street and 141st Avenue 
intersection of Raymond Street and 122nd Avenue 
Downstream side of 267th Avenue over the channel 


300 feet south along centerline of 11th (E) Street from 
Millersburg (City), Benton County (Docket No. FEMA- i At intersection of Murder Creek and the Burlington 


6143). Northern Railroad. 
50 feet upstream from center of Salem Road. 


City of Nashville, and Davidson County (( 
Government) (Docket No. FEMA-6130). 
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FINAL BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continued 


...| Just downstream of Old Lebanon Dirt Road ..................... 
Just upstream of Old Hickory Road.................. its 


“| Just upstream of Elm Hill PIO. eeeenecnenenn aa 
Just upstream of U.S. Highway 41 and 70 South............. 


Maps available for inspection at Public Works Department, Civil Engineering Division, 750 South Fifth Street, Nashville, Tennessee 37202. 
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FINAL BASE (100-YEAR) FLOOD ELEVATIONS—Continued 


City of Lampasas, Lampasas County (FEMA-6143). 


Upstream edge of Union Pacific Railroad over channel .. 
—- Highway 30, 89, 91 over 


legiadeaty an ith southeast of intersection of 
U.S. Highway 30, 89, 91 and 675 N. 





Glasgow, Town, Kanawha County (Docket No. FEMA- 
6147). 


Maps available for inspection at Town Hall, 129 Fourth Avenue, Glasgow, West Virginia. 


FEMA-6147). 


Confluence with Coal River... 
Upstream Corporate Limits 


Interstate 64 bridge (downstream) 
“G”" Street extended (downstream) ... 


(V) Ettrick, Trempealeau County (Docket No. FEMA- 
5845). 


(V) Pewaukee, Waukesha County (Docket No. FEMA- 
6144). 


ers i ee ameeemenen oe nate . 


(National Flood Insurance Act of 1968 (Title XIII, Housing and Urban Development Act of 1968), effective January 28, 1969 (33 FR 17804, 

feea. 28, 1968), as amended (42 U.S.C. 4001-4128); Executive Order 12127, 44 FR 19367; and delegation of authority to the Associate 
irector , 

Issued: January 26, 1982. 

Lee M. Thomas, 

Associate Director, State and Local Programs and Support. 

[FR Doc. 82-4018 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6718-03-M 
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 


47 CFR Parts 2, 22, 94 
{SS Docket No. 79-18; RM-2824; FCC 82-6] 


Amendment of the Commission’s 
Rules To Reallocate Forty Eight 25 kHz 
Channels in a Certain MHz Range for 
Multiple Address Radio Systems; and 
To Establish a New Standard for 
Frequency Tolerance on Specific MHz 
Multiple Address Channels 


AGENCY: Federal Communications 
Commission. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This action reallocates forty- 
eight 25 kHz channels in the 900 MHz 
band to the Private Operational-Fixed 
(Microwave) and Public Mobile Radio 
Services, on a shared basis, for point-to- 
multi-point wide-area use. This ~ 
allocation is needed by the various 
private and common carrier users who, 
with the exception of the Power Radio 
Service, up until now have not had 
spectrum available solely for multiple- 
address systems. Among its many 
intended uses are distribution 
automation, automatic meter reading, 
and wide-area paging. The Commission 
hopes that, by providing for shared use 
of the channels by the two service 
groups after the first five years, the 
needs of future users can be readily met 
and greater spectrum efficiency will be 
achieved on a regional basis. The new 
Rules provide specific regulations which 
will govern multiple-address radio 
systems. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: March 5, 1982. 
ADDRESS: Federal Communications 
Commission, 1919 M Street NW, 
Washington, D.C. 20554. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Maureen Cesaitis, Office of Science and 
Technology, Washington, D.C., (202) 
653-8164—Room 7310. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Second Report and Order 


Adopted: January 13, 1982. 

Released: January 27, 1982. 

In the matter of amendment of Parts 2 
of the Commission's rules governing 
Frequency Allocations, 22 of the 
Commission's rules governing the Public 
Mobile Radio Services, and 94 of the 
rules governing the Private Operational- 
Fixed (Microwave) Service to reallocate 
forty-eight 25 kHz channels in the 900 
MHz range for multiple-address radio 
systems, and amendment of Parts 22 and 
94 to establish a new standard for 
frequency tolerance on 900 MHz 


multiple-address channels, SS Docket 
79-18, RM-2824. 


Summary 


1. In this Second Report and Order, 
we are designating forty-eight 25 kHz 
channels in the 900 MHz range for 
private and public multiple-address 
systems, including distribution 
automation. Although twelve of the 
channels are designated for common 
carrier use and the remaining thirty-six 
are designated for private use, the 
Commission is providing for future 
sharing on an as-needed basis. 


Background 


2. This rule making proceeding (SS 
Docket 79-18) was initiated in response 
to a petition submitted by the Utilities 
Telecommunications Council (UTC) 
requesting a spectrum allocation for 
energy distribution automation radio 
systems (RM-2824). A Notice of 
Proposed Rule Making, FCC 79-93, was 
adopted on February 14, 1979, and 
released on March 1, 1979 (44 FR 12221). 
A Further Notice of Proposed Rule 
Making was adopted on December 19, 
1979, and released on January 10, 1980 
(45 FR 2060). Both Notices proposed the 
allocation of channels for distribution 
automation in the Power Radio Service 
as well as for other Part 94 users for 
multiple-addressed radio operations as 
requested by UTC. A Report and Order 
was adopted on December 4, 1980, and 
released on January 14, 1981 (46 FR 
9950), allocating channels for the 
exclusive use of the Power Radio 
Service for energy distribution 
automation. On December 18, 1980, the 
Commission adopted a Third Notice of 
Proposed Rule Making which was 
released on January 14, 1981 (46 FR 
10768). The Third Notice addressed the 
needs of other Part 94 users as well as 
other non-Part 94 users whose needs 
were technically similar to those of 
distribution automation. 

3. The Third Notice proposed to 
reallocate } the forty-eight channels as 
follows: 

a. Twelve unpaired # channels (928.8625- 
928.9875 and 959.8625-959.9875 MHz) to the 
Domestic Public Land Mobile Radio Service 
for fixed common carrier use in wide-area 
paging operations (Part 22). 

b. Fourteen paired channels (928.0125 and 
952.0125-952.3375 MHz) and eight unpaired 
channels (956.2625-956.4375 MHz) to the 


1 Under the present Rules, the band 928-929 MHz 
is allocated to the Operational Fixed Service, the 
band 929-947 MHz is “reserved” for Land Mobile 
and the band 952-960 MHz is allocated to the 
Private Operational-Fixed (Microwave) Service and 
the International Control Services. 

2 These 12 channels may be paired, if so desired, 
since there is a 31 megahertz separation between 
the lower six and the upper six. 


Private Operational-Fixed (Microwave) 
Service for use by all persons eligible under 
Part 94 of the Rules. Power Radio Service 
users would be eligible for these channels 
only if all other Power Radio Service 
frequencies are utilized in the area. 

It was proposed to make the tweive 
channels described in “a” above 
available to Part 94 users if the channels 
in “b” were exhausted in a given area. 
Likewise the thirty-six channels (14 
pairs and 8 single channels) listed in “b” 
were to be available to Part 22 users if 
the latter exhausted the channels listed 
in “a” in a given area. 

4. In that Third Notice, we proposed to 
permit the use of the eight unpaired 956 
MHz frequencies by mobile stations, on 
a secondary basis, for single frequency 
one-way or two-way operations. We 
also proposed to tighten the allowable 
frequency tolerance for equipment in the 
952-960 MHz band from +.0005% to 
+.00015%. In addition to outlining 
frequency coordination procedures and 
control station separation, we proposed 
power and antenna limitations and 
solicited public comments. Lastly, the 
Third Notice proposed a 25 kHz channel 
bandwidth conditioned upon receiving 
adequate justification for it in the 
comments. 


Comments and Replies 


5. Comments to the Third Notice were 
received from thirteen parties including 
radio common carriers, private users 
and manufacturers. Although all the 
comments voice general support for the 
Commission’s proposed action, some 
included certain modifications to the 
proposed new rules and the 
manufacturers (Harris Corporation— 
Farinon Electric Operations (Harris), 
Motorola, Inc. (Motorola), and Cardion 
Electronics (Cardion)) concerned 
themselves primarily with the newly 
proposed technical standards. The RCC 
interests were represented by Mobile 
Communications Corporation of 
America (MCCA), Caprock 
Communications, Inc. (Caprock), 
Telocator Network of America 
(Telocator or TNA), Metro Fone 
Communications, Inc., et a/ (Metro, et 
al), and RadioCall Corporation 
(RadioCall). The private user comments 
include those of Standard Oil Company 
(Indiana), Utilities Telecommunications 
Council (UTC), Central Committee on 
Telecommunications of the American 
Petroleum Institute (Central Committee), 
Association of American Railroads 
(AAR), and Special Industrial Radio 
Service Association, Inc. (SIRSA). Reply 
comments were received from four 
parties: UTC, MCCA, Central Committee 
and TNA. 
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Discussion . 

6. The spectrum sharing concept 
which we delineated in our Third Notice 
received mixed reviews from the private 
and the common carrier sectors. Both 
groups voiced fears that the other would 
“gobble up” its initial allotment and 
then be eligible to “invade” the other's 
channels. Many eligible parties 
suggested we include a moratorium (or 
“lag time”) of three to five years during 
which no sharing would be authorized. 
The Commission had previously 
considered then rejected the need for 
such a moratorium. We did not believe 
that delaying sharing would achieve any 
appreciable benefits, and might prevent 
some users from sharing channels which 
they might need within the moratorium 
period. However, since all the parties 
involved appear to desire one, the 
Commission is modifying the proposed 
Rules to institute a five year moratorium 
on common carrier and private radio 
channel sharing. Moreover, we would 
encourage the users to advise the 
Commission should difficulties arise in 
the implementation of these systems. 
We would anticipate that such 
information would be provided not later 
than four (4) years from the release of 
this item in order to permit the 
Commission to take appropriate action 
to modify the sharing concept if it is 
deemed necessary. 

7. Despite the Third Notice’s specific 
solicitation of comments on maximum 
channel bandwidth, the Commission 
received disappointingly little concrete 
evidence in support of 25 kHz. However, 
the unanimous recommendation was not 
to implement less than 25 kHz channel 
bandwidth at this time. Indiana 
suggested that we designate a portion of 
the channels as 12.5 kHz wide. 
Telocator and Central Committee both 
indicated that narrower than 25 kHz 
bandwidth would be ahead of its time. 
Motorola gave its opinion that 
narrowing the bandwidth without 
implementing other modulation 
techniques would not accomplish much. 
Based on the record in this proceeding, 
the Commission must reluctantly 
conclude that 25 kHz channels are the 
best compromise between cost and 
performance at this time. 

8. The issue of frequency stability, or 
frequency tolerance, generated 
considerable response from 
manufacturers and users alike, and 
reflected a wide range of viewpoints. 
Telocator, for example, thought 
+.00015% was fine. Motorola, Harris 
and AAR were primarily concerned with 
the existing $52~960 MHz Operational- 
Fixed allocation and were seeking 
reassurances that the tighter tolerance, 


if adopted, would not apply to the 
Operational-Fixed users. Cardion flatly 
opposed the +.00015% standard and 
documented its conclusion with a 
lengthy engineering analysis. Indiana 
believed that the remote stations should 
be allowed to use +.0005%, but that the 
master stations could achieve +.00015% 
frequency stability at a cost. The UTC 
on the other hand submitted that for any 
possible benefit to be realized, it may 
also be necessary to tighten the 
tolerance for remote units equally; 
however, it claims that no real benefits 
are to be realized and is opposed to the 
proposed tightening of tolerances. 
Central Committee preferred the urban/ 
rural segregation concept, with liberal 
grandfathering clauses, but concluded 
like UTC that +.0005% was the solution. 
Both UTC and Motorola pointed out that 
the Third Notice was vague insofar as 
which tolerance would apply to the 
unpaired channels at 956 MHz and to 
master stations operating in the 928-929 
MHz band. 

9. Our intent in the Third Notice was 
to impose the tighter tolerance on future 
Operational-Fixed users as well as new 
multiple-address users. However, the 
comments and our own further analysis 
have convinced us that increasing the 
frequency stability for the Operational- 
Fixed users is not warranted at this 
time. Our analysis indicates that this 
measure would result in a greater 
financial burden for new systems with 
little or no improvment in spectrum 
efficiency given the present modulation 
efficiencies and channel bandwidths. It 
is apparent from the comments that the 
frequency congestion in this band is not 
to the stage where the use of channel 
splitting or tighter frequency tolerance is 
justified. We are, therefore, persuaded 
to abandon our original idea of including 
the existing Operational-Fixed Services 
in this proceeding. 

10. As noted in the Third Notice, the 
use of a tighter tolerance provides 
greater adjacent channel interference 
protection. This protection in turn 
provides greater spectrum efficiency by 
making more frequent geographical 
reuse of adjacent channels possible. 
Adjacent channel interference assumes 
even greater significance when the same 
spectrum is shared by two different 
radio services as we proposed in the 
Third Notice. There does appear, 
therefore, to be good reason for applying 
the tighter tolerance to all point-to-multi- 
point channels being allocated in this 
proceeding, including the RCC channels. 
However, as indicated in Appendix A to 
this item, when paired channels are 
used, the master station shall be on the 
higher frequency and the remote on the 
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lower. Therefore, the likelihood of 
interference to stations operating on 
adjacent channels from the point-to- 
point return link is minimal. It was for 
this reason, and the fact that achieving 
the tighter tolerance for a very large 
number of remotes would have 
significant cost impact, that we did not 
propose the tighter tolerance for the 928- 
929 MHz channels. However, unpaired, 
the RCC may operate on any one of the 
twelve channels, but when using the 
upper six channels (952-960 MHz band) 
the tighter tolerance (+.00015%) will 
apply. Therefore, the possibility of 
interference being caused by a RCC is 
anticipated to be greatest in situations 
where one of the lower six channels 
(928-929 MHz band) is used unpaired in 
a point-to-multi-point configuration. For 
this very reason, it would be beneficial 
to apply the tighter tolerance to those 
RCC channels as well; however, we did 
not propose to do so in the Third Notice 
since this would have resulted in non- 
uniform equipment standards within the 
928-929 MHz band. We still choose not 


_to impose the tighter tolerance, but urge 


the RCC applicants to consider carefully 
what the likelihood of causing harmful 
interference will be and to use the 
tighter tolerance on the lower six 
channels as well, particularly when 
operating at elevated sites. In the Third 
Notice, we requested comments 
regarding the suitability of a 150 watt 
limit on the effective radiated power for 
RCC use. Central Committee in its 
comments suggested that for effective 
spectrum sharing to be possible, similar 
power limitations should be established 
for all users of the band. We agree, and 
are therefore imposing a limit of 50 
watts effective radiated power on the 
lower six common carrier frequencies. 
This is the same limit imposed in the 
Report and Order for the Power Radio 
Service users and will help reduce the 
possibility of interference, ensure 
greater compatibility, and produce 
uniform standards among the RCC’s and 
the Part 94 users. If future experience 
indicates these standards to be 
inadequate, we may find it necessary to 
revisit the matter of frequency 
tolerances, and to also consider the 
possibility of imposing polarization 
discrimination. 

11. In discussing Private and RCC 
users, it is important to keep in mind 
that there are basic differences in their 
point-to-multi-point configurations. That 
is, the RCC will use the new 900 MHz 
channels to link its control point with 
multiple base stations, which will “talk 
to” their paging receivers on 
conventional paging channels. The Part 
94 users, on the other hand, will 
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basically use existing allocations or 
other means of communications to go 
from a central office, such as a main 
dispatching center, to intermediary 
remoted master stations, which will in 
turn “talk to” their multiple points using 
900 MHz channels. We cannot allow 
Part 94 users to employ multiple-address 
channels for both “levels” or “tiers” 
without inviting interference. A further 
distinction between Part 22 and Part 94 
users is in the nomenclature used to 
describe the multiple-address stations. 
Throughout this proceeding, and in Part 
94, the terms Master station and Remote 
station have been used to describe the 
multiple-address sites; Part 22 refers to 
these stations as control and base 
respectively, and that distinction can 
therefore be found in Appendix A to this 
Report and Order. 

12. Several of the comments raised the 
question of which tolerance applies to 
stations operating on the unpaired 956 
MHz frequencies. We have concluded, 
based largely on our own analysis, that 
all 952-960 MHz stations, other than 
Operational-Fixed users, must comply 
with the tighter tolerance standard, 
+.00015%, be they masters or remotes. 
To allow the looser tolerance on these 
channels would significantly increase 
the potential for adjacent channel 
interference; furthermore, we do not 
believe that this rule will cause undue 
problems to any of the operations, and it 
will promote greater reuse of the 
spectrum. 

13. Several other issues were raised 
concerning technical standards. The 
AAR expressed concern over the 
interference protection criteria. 
Specifically, AAR would like to see the 
old rules (§ 94.63 (c) and (d)) apply to 
the new users. The Commission thinks 
AAR’s concern is unfounded. First of all, 
we have provided for enough frequency 
separation to take care of the 
interference problem with Operational- 
Fixed users. Secondly, we have written 
new interference criteria for the new 
users (§ 94.63(d) (4) and (5)). We do not 
believe that the application of the old 
safeguards would attain any benefits 
not already realized. Central Committee 
points out that if the private and the 
common carrier services are to share 
this spectrum, their transmitter power 
limitations should be identical. We 
agree, and to the extent feasible and 
practicable have modified the operating 
rules accordingly. (See Appendix A for 
specific rules.) 

14. In its comments, MCCA expressed 
the view that omni-directional antennae 
should be allowed wherever necessary. 


We agree. Section 22.108 of the rules 
provides for the very situations MCCA 
describes. As Motorola points out, 

§ 22.108 permits the use of omni- 
directional antennae at 2100 MHz for 
control of a wide-area paging network, 
contrary to what the Commission stated 
in paragraph 8 of our Third Notice. 

15. Some of the comments addressed 
the issue of “Primary” versus 
“Secondary” allocations. For example, 
Central Committee sought to incorporate 
“Primary” language into § 22.501(g)(2) of 
the rules. On the other hand, SIRSA 


. suggested that mobiles become 


“Primary” vis-a-vis RCC’s whenever the 
latter were allowed access to “primarily 
Part 94 channels.” We think that all the 
confusion over primary/secondary 
stems from our use of the word 
“primarily” in the proposed Part 94 Rule 
changes set forth in the Appendix to our 
Third Notice. We regret that the use of 
this word caused so much 
misunderstanding and concern. We 
were merely using it in the generally . 
accepted sense to designate channels 
which were being originally proposed 
for allocation to one group of users, as 
opposed to the other group. The word 
“primarily” is being deleted from the 
rules adopted herein so that the 
Commission’s meaning should no longer 
be misconstrued. We intend that after 
the moratorium period, shared use of 
these channels will be on a co-equal 
primary basis. 

16. Indiana suggested that we change 
our Part 94 channeling plan to provide 
for fewer paired channels, and more 
unpaired ones. However, none of the 
other comments shared Indiana’s 
suggestion. In fact, most of the 
comments supported the proposed plans 
for 14 channel pairs and eight single 
channels. Therefore, we are adopting 
the same plan we proposed in our Third 
Notice. 

17. Insofar as the RCC allocation is 
concerned, we received comments 
representing different viewpoints as 
well as some interesting suggestions. 
Central Committee questions altogether 
the need for additional RCC spectrum, 
and suggests that the Commission 
channelize the 2 GHz RCC allocations 
instead.* Central Committee urged the 
Commission to at least restrict the new 
RCC channels, if allocated, to operations 
in which a minimum of six multi-points 
were involved. Both TNA and MCCA in 
their replies strongly opposed Central 


3 The frequency bands 2110-2130 and 2160-2180 
MHz are allocated to the Domestic Public Fixed 
Service and may be used for control and repeater 
operations. 


Committee’s suggested definition. 
SIRSA, like Central Committee, 
suggested the Commission clearly define 
point-to-multi-point systems 
requirements in Part 22. We agree with 
Central Committee and SIRSA and are 
herein defining “multi-point” as four or 
more points. In its comments, MCCA 
objected to allowing the pairing of RCC 
channels as set forth in footnote 2 of the 
Third Notice and in footnote 4 to 

§ 94.65(a)(1) of the Appendix. However, 
the Commission is responding to the 
stated paging needs as set forth by 
Telocator, and those needs purportedly 
sometimes include paired channels. 
Metro and RadioCall, in their comments, 
confirmed the staff's initial reservations 
that this new multiple-address RCC 
paging allocation would be perceived as 
merely one more conventional control 
and repeater allocation. Metro suggested 
we provide for shared conventional 
point-to-point operations along with the 
new wide-area multiple-address 
systems. However, if these 12 channels 
were going to be used for conventional 
point-to-point operations, we would 
deny the RCC request (as we started to 
do in our Further Notice) and close out 
that portion of this proceeding. The 
Commission was persuaded to include 
the RCC’s in this reallocation 
proceeding only because Telocator 
stated that wide-area paging systems 
have need for a point-to-multi-point 
capability. In its comments, Telocator 
even suggested Part 22 language which 
would limit RCC’s to multiple 
transmitter one-way signaling service on 
the new channels. 

18. The UTC pointed out that we had 
made no provision in the Rules for 
Power Radio Service licensees who 
wished to perform non-distribution 
automation operations using multiple- 
address techniques. The absence of such 
a provision was an oversight on our 
part. In this Second Report and Order, 
we are correcting our error by deleting 
the “distribution automation” limitation 
from footnote 3 to § 94.65(a)(1). 

19. Although we did not provide for 
“other Part 94” users and common 
carriers to share the forty channels 
(twenty frequency pairs) allocated to the 
Power Radio Service in this proceeding, 
the issue was raised in the comments. 
Central Committee cautioned us that at 
some point in time, when the other 48 
channels are exhausted, such requests 
for waiver are unavoidable. Fearing just 
such a situation, UTC has asked the 
FCC to stipulate that any such 
“invasion” be Secondary, require a 
waiver, and show proof that all 48 
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channels are fully occupied in the 
geographical area in question. The 
Commission is aware that such a 
situation might eventually arise; 
however, there is nothing to be done at 
the present time. If and when such 
circumstances arise, the Commission 
will act in accordance with the public 
interest, convenience and necessity. 
Since no one can accurately predict 
what will happen in the future, and 
since we wish to further our goal of 
“unregulation”, we are not imposing 
restrictions which may be off the mark 
or not needed at-all. 

20. In our Third Notice, we changed 
our previous position with regard to 
mobile operations by proposing that the 
latter be allowed to operate single 
frequency one-way or two-way 
operations on a secondary basis. 
Central Committee has urged the 
Commission to modify its proposal even 
further to allow full duplex operation by 
mobiles. As stated in our Further Notice 
in this proceeding, the record in Docket 
20005 convinced us that radio automatic 
meter reading systems alone could not 
justify this allocation. It was the 
inclusion of load management and other 
related utility functions which justified 
the spectrum reallocation proposal. We 
decided to make the mobiles secondary 
to the fixed users so that in the event 
that interference should develop, there 
would be no question but that the 
secondary mobile operator would have 
to accommodate the primary fixed user. 
We also chose to handle the licensing of 
the mobiles on a case-by-case basis so 
that we could avoid a situation wherein 
large numbers of mobiles would be 
moving around in an urban or suburban 
area. It was and is our understanding 
that use of these frequencies by mobile 
operations will be largely restricted to 
rural areas. We also limited the mobiles 
to using the eight unpaired channels for 
either one-way or two-way 
communications to further avoid the 
possibility of interference occurring 
between these fixed and mobile users. 
Central Committee's suggestion that the 
mobiles be allowed to operate full 
duplex is unacceptable since full duplex 
requires paired channels and the eight 
956 MHz channels are unpairable. 
Therefore, we are adopting the rules 
. proposed in our Third Notice insofar as 
the mobiles are concerned. 

21. Accordingly, it is ordered, effective 
March 5, 1982, that Parts 2, 22 and 94 of 
the rules are amended as shown in 
Appendix A attached below. The 
authority for this action is found in 
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PART 2—FREQUENCY ALLOCATION 
AND RADIO TREATY MATTERS 
GENERAL RULES AND REGULATIONS 


§2.1 [Amended] 


Sections 4{i) and 303(r) of the 
Communication Act of 1934, as 
amended. It is further ordered that this 
docket proceeding is terminated. 


(Secs. 4, 303, 307, 48 Stat., as amended, 1066, 1. In § 2.1, the following definition is 
1082, 1083 (47 U.S.C. 154, 303, 307)) added in proper alphabetical order: 
Federal Communications Commission. * * * * * 

William J. Tricarico, ._ Multiple address system. A one or 
Secretary. two-way radio system between a fixed 
or mobile station and multiple (four or 
more) fixed remote stations. 


* * * * * 


2. In § 2.106, the Table of Frequency 
Allocations is revised as follows: 


Appendix A 

Parts 2, 22 and 94 of Chapter I of Title 
47 of the Code of Federal Regulations 
are amended as follows: 


§ 2.106 Table of frequency allocations. 


Band (MHz) Class of station Frequency 








Fixed. Mobile (multiple address international fixed public (Puerto Rico 
systems). and Virgin islands only). International 
control. Operational fixed. Domestic 

fixed public. 


* * ~ 


952-960 (NG-10), 
(NG-120). 


3. In the list of footnotes immediately following the table in § 2.106, footnote 
NG-120 is changed to read as follows: 


. * * . . - + 


NG—120 Frequencies in the 928-929 and 952-960 MHz bands may be assigned for multiple address systems. 


* * 


PART 94—PRIVATE OPERATIONAL- 
FIXED MICROWAVE SERVICE 


1. In § 94.65, paragraph (a)(1) is 
revised as follows: 


§94.65 Frequencies. 

(a) 928-929 and 952-960 MHz. 

(1) 25 kHz maximum bandwidth.! 
Persons licensed on these frequencies as 
of January 1, 1981, may continue to 
operate as licensed until January 1, 1991. 


Remote transmit 


3 952.4125 
8 952.4375 
8 952.4625 
3 952.4875 
§ 952.5125 
§ 952.5375 
§ 952.5625 
§ 952.5875 
§ 952.6125 
8 952.6375 
§ 952.6625 
® 952.6875 
§ 952.7125 
§ 952.7375 
§ 952.7625 
§ 952.7875 
$ 952.6125 
§ 952.8375 


928.4125 

928.4375... 
928.4625... 
928.4875.... 
928.5128... 
928.5375... 


Remote transmit a. 


TE or ee Tee TR), ee 


Paired Frequencies (MHz) va) 5 iiigalhalaineaagenaias Gina 


928.0125.. 
928.0375... 
928.0625.. 
928.0875... 
928.1125.. 
928.1375.. 
928.1625... 
928.1875.. 
928.2125.. 
928.2375... 
928.2625... 
928.2875... 
928.3125.. 
928.3375.. 
928.3625... 
928.3875 


* 952.0125° 
* 952.0375 
* 952.0625 
* 952.0875 
® 952.1125 
* 952.1375 
* 952.1625 
2 952.1875 
* 952.2125 
* 952.2375 
® 952.2625 
* 952.2875 
#9523125  neete : 


2 952.3375 
eligible 


8 952.3625 
8 952.3875 mutiole address radio systems. Available 


928.8625 * 
928.8875 *. 
928.9125 *. 
928.9375 *. 
928.9625 * 
928.9875 *. 


*959.8625* 
* 959.8875* 
*959.9125* 
*959.9375* 
* 959.9625* 
* 959.9875* 


required, upon justification, two adjacent channels 
ar 50 kHz bandwidth. However, 
to use equipment which 
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2. In § 94.67, paragraph (a) is revised 
as follows: 


§ 94.67 Frequency tolerance. 
(a) *** 


3. In § 94.3, the definitions of Master 
station and Remote station are modified 
to read as follows: 


§94.3 Definitions. 


* * * * * 


Master station. A station, operating 
on frequencies in the 952-960 MHz band, 
which controls, activates or interrogates 
remote stations, and/or receives from 
multiple remote stations. 


* * * * * 


Remote station. A station operating 
on frequencies in the 928-929 MHz band 
or 956.25-956.50 MHz which is either 
controlled, activated, or interrogated by, 
and may respond to a master station, or 
transmits one-way to a master station. 


* * * * + 


PART 22—PUBLIC MOBILE RADIO 
SERVICES 


1. Section 22.101 is amended by 
modifying the table of frequency 
tolerances for the frequency range 512 to 
1,000 MHz as follows: 


§ 22.101 Frequency tolerance. 
(a) sak 


2. Section 22.501 is amended by 
revising paragraph (g) as follows: 


§ 22.501 Frequencies. 


* * * * * 


(g)(1) The frequencies listed in this 
paragraph are available to one-way 
signaling stations utilized within a 
multiple address system which requires 
the use of at least four simultaneously 
operated base stations operated on the 
same frequency assignment. These 
frequencies will only be assigned when 
there are four or more remote sites listed 
on the application for license. The 


control and the lower by the base 
station. 


890-960 MHz Banpb ? 


available, the following frequencies (in 
Private Operational-Fixed Microwave 
Service) may be authorized for 
assignment to paging operations 
functioning in conjunction with the 
Domestic Public Land Mobile Radio 
Service on a shared basis with fixed 
stations in the Private Operational- 
Fixed Microwave Service. Applications 
for these frequencies shall be subject to 
the requirements of § 94.63{a). 


(3) The reassignment of frequencies 
operating in the 928.8625-928.9875 and 
959.8625-959.9875 MHz bands shall be 
governed by the following criteria: 

(i) The separation between co-channel 
control stations shall be 70 miles. 

(ii) Exceptions to the geographic 
separation standard in paragraph 
(g)(3){i) of this section will be approved 
only if an erigineering analysis is 
submitted that shows conclusively that 
no interference will be caused to either 
system. In this case a developmental 
authorization will be issued for one 
year. If no interference is experienced 
during this period, the licensee may 
submit an application for a permanent 
authorization. 

(4) Stations in multiple address 
systems on the 952-960 MHz channels 
will not be authorized to use an effective 
radiated power exceeding 150 watts. 
Stations in multiple address systems on 
the 928-929 MHz channels will not be 
authorized to use an effective radiated 


power exceeding 50 watts. 
* 


* * * * 


[FR Doc. 82-4230 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M 


47 CFR Fart 73 
[BC Docket No. 80-476; RM-3601, RM-3801) 


AGENCY: Federal Communications 
Commission. 


ACTION: Final rule. 


summary: Action taken herein assigns a 
Class A FM channel to Hudson, 
Michigan, in response to a petition filed 
by E. Eugene McCoy, Jr. The assigned 
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channel will provide Hudson with its 
first local aural broadcast service. 


DATE: Effective March 22, 1982. 
ADDRESS: Federal Communications 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Freda Lippert Thyden, Broadcast 
Bureau, (202) 632-7792. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Report and Order 


Adopted: January 28, 1982. 
Released: February 5, 1982. 


In the Matter of amendment of 
§ 73.202{b), Table of Assignments, FM 
Broadcast Stations. (Hudson and 
Adrian, Michigan, and Swanton, Ohio); 
BC Docket No. 80-476, RM-3601, RM- 
3801. 

1. The Commission has before it the 
Further Notice of Proposed Rule Making 
and Order to Show Cause (‘Further 
Notice”), 46 FR 42701, published August 
24, 1981, proposing the assignment of 
Channel 249A to Hudson, Michigan, or 
in the alternative the substitution of 
Channel 249A instead of Channel 237A 
at Adrian, Michigan, and the assignment 
of Channel 237A at Swanton, Ohio. 
Comments were filed by Southeastern 
Michigan Broadcasting, Inc., Robert B. 
Saxer, and E. Eugene McCoy, Jr., the 
original proponent in this proceeding. 

2. If Channel 237A were to be 
assigned to Swanton, Ohio, a channel 
substitution at Adrian, Michigan, would 
be necessary. Since Station WQTE, 
licensed to Southeastern Michigan 
Broadcasting, Inc. (“Southeastern”), 
operates on Channel 237A at Adrian, it 
was ordered to show cause why its 
license should not be modified to 
specify operation on Channel 249A. 
Southeastern filed a written statement 
indicating that it has no objection to 
WOQTE's license being modified if the 
proponent of the Swanton channel 
assignment is required to reimburse 
Southeastern for all reasonable 
expenses incurred in connection with 
modifying WQTE'’s facilities as well as 
posting a bond in a sufficient amount to 
cover those expenses. 

3. Comments were filed by Robert B. 
Saxer, the proponent of a Swanton 
assignment, stating that his proposed 
programming, especially news 
programming, would focus on events of 
interest to Fulton County and Ohio 
residents. Mr. Saxer argues that 
Swanton should be favored over 
Hudson based on growth figures. 
Specifically, Swanton and Fulton 
County have gained in population by 17 
and 14 percent, respectively, whereas 
Hudson shows a 3 percent decline in 
population. Saxer does acknowledge, 


however, that the township surrounding 
Hudson has shown growth, specifically 
from 1,373 to 1,550 persons and that the 
Lenawee County population increased 
by some 10 percent. The Swanton 
proponent further submits that most of 
the Lenawee County population is in 
Adrian and areas to the north and 
northeast of Adrian, mostly outside of 
the service area of the Hudson proposal 
and is already served by Stations 
WABJ(AM), WLEN and WQTE, Adrian. 
In addition, Saxer indicates that if he is 
successful in obtaining a construction 
permit for Channel 237A at Swanton, he 
will reimburse Station WQTE for 
reasonable expenses in modifying its 
facilities to operate on Channel 249A. 
Finally, in response to the Commission's 
concerns, expressed in the Further 
Notice regarding alleged interference 
problems, Saxer argues that there will 
be no interference with Station WCZY, 
Detroit, Michigan. 

4. Eugene McCoy, Jr., the proponent of 
a Hudson assignment, indicates his 
continued interest in applying for a 
construction permit to build an FM 
facility on Channel 249A if it is allocated 
to Hudson. He also asserts that at least 
80 percent of the population in Saxer’s 
theoretical coverage of its proposed 
service area including Swanton already 
receives a minimum of one city-grade 
signal. McCoy disputes Saxer’s 
allegation that the metropolitan areas 
surrounding Toledo, Ohio, are not 
having their community needs met. 
Further, if the needs of Toledo’s 
surrounding areas are not being met, 
submits McCoy, this is a failure on the 
part of Toledo area facilities to meet 
their obligations as licensees. He further 
notes that unlike Swanton, Hudson does 
not receive a 70 dBu signal from any 
area facility. Further, in regard to the 
population argument, McCoy contends 
that most of the population to be served 
by the Swanton proposal is within the 
Toledo city limits, an area well served 
by Toledo FM stations. In conclusion, 
petitioner asserts that an allocation to 
Hudson, Michigan, would provide 
service to an area that is much more 
independent economically, socially and 
geographically than the metropolitan 
area surrouding Swanton, Ohio. 

5. Because spacing restrictions 
preclude assigning Channel 249A to both 
Hudson and Adrian, the latter allowing 
a Channel 237A allocation to Swanton, 
an FM assignment cannot be made to 
both Hudson and Swanton. We note 
that it is the Commission's FM 
assignment policy to provide at least 
one local assignment to every 
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community wherever possible,’ and that 
both Hudson and Swanton appear to 
deserve a first FM facility. Since a 
choice must be made between these two 
communities, however, we turn to other 
criteria, i.e., the relative sizes, locations, 
and how much FM service each 
community receives, to make the 
appropriate determination. Swanton, 
with a population of 3,424,” receives a 60 
dBu signal or better from four FM 
stations in Toledo (WMHE, WKLR, 
WLQR and WIOT) and one in Holland, 
Ohio (WPOS-FM), for a total of five; 
whereas Hudson (population 2,545) 
receives a 60 dBu or better signal from 
only two FM stations (WIBM-FM, 
Jackson, Michigan, and WQTE, Adrian). 
We also note that three AM stations are 
located within twenty miles of Swanton, 
while only two AM stations are within 
that distance of Hudson. In regard to the 
population issue, Hudson and Swanton 
are fairly comparable in size, the 
difference being less than one thousand 
persons and furthermore, Lenawee 
County, in which Hudson lies, has 89,948 
persons while Fulton County which 
contains Swanton only has 37,751 
persons. The location of Hudson is more 
isolated from larger cities than is 
Swanton. Thus, in view of Hudson's 
location and the fact that it is presently 
served by less than half the number of 
FM facilities serving Swanton, we are 
adopting the first alternative assigning 
Channel 249A to Hudson, Michigan. As 
in Marshall and Robinson, Illinois, and 
Loogootee, Indiana, 46 FR 15707, 
published March 9, 1981, we are 
assigning the Class A channel to the 
smaller (Hudson) community because it 
receives less FM service. See also 
Lagrange, Indiana, et al., (BC Docket 
No. 81-61) adopted January 6, 1982. 
Since Channel 237A will not be assigned 
to Swanton, Ohio, Southeastern 
Michigan Broadcasting, Inc., will not be 
asked to change channels in its 
operation of Station WQTE. Thus, we 
need not reach the issue of whether the 
proponent of the second alternative 
should post a bond for the expenses 
incurred since we have determined not 
to adopt that plan, nor do we reach the 
overlapping contour of the Adrian 
station and that of Station WCZY, 
Detroit. 

6. Accordingly, it is ordered, That 
effective March 22, 1982, the FM Table 
of Assignments, § 73.202(b) of the 
Commission’s rules, is amended with 
respect to Hudson, Michigan, as follows: 


1 Further Notice of Proposed Rule Making, 27 FR 
7797-98, published August 7, 1962; Anamosa and 
Iowa City, Iowa, 46 F.C.C. 2d 520 (1974). 

? Population figures are taken from the 1980 U.S. 
Census. 
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7. Authority for the action taken 
herein is contained in sections 4(i), 
5(d)(1), 303 (g) and (r) and 307(b) of the 
Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, and § 0.281 of the 
Commission’s rules. 

8. It is further ordered, That this 
proceeding is terminated. 

9. For further information concerning 
this proceeding, contact Freda Lippert 
Thyden, Broadcast Bureau, (202) 632- 
7792. 

(Secs. 4, 303, 48 Stat., as amended, 1066, 1082; 
47 U.S.C. 154, 303) 

Federal Communications Commission. 
Martin Blumenthal, 

Acting Chief, Policy and Rules Division, 
Broadcast Bureau. 

[FR Doc. 82-4234 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6712-01-M ~ 


47 CFR Part 73 
[BC Docket No. 81-489; RM-3814] 


TV Broadcast Station in Houston, 
Texas; Changes Made in Table of 
Assignments 


AGENCY: Federal Communications 
Commission. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This action assigns UHF 
television Channel 61 to Houston, 
Texas, as that community’s seventh 
commercial television assignment. An 
alternative proposal, to dereserve 
noncommercial television Channel *14 
to make it available for commercial use, 
was denied. The availability of a 
useable UHF channel for commercial 
interests precludes the necessity of 
dereserving the noncommercial channel 
assignment. This proceeding was 
initiated at the request of The K-Ram 
Corporation. 
DATE: Effective March 22, 1982. 
ADDRESS: Federal Communications 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Michael A. McGregor, Broadcast 
Bureau, (202) 632-7792. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

In the matter of amendment of 
§ 73.606(b), Table of Assignments, 
Television Broadcast Stations, (Houston, 
Texas), BC Docket No. 81-489, RM-3814. 


Report and Order—Proceeding 
Terminated 


Adopted: January 28, 1982. 
Released: February 9, 1982. 


1. Before the Commission is a Notice 
of Proposed Rule Making, 46 FR 40710, 
published August 11, 1981, proposing 
two alternative television assignment 
plans for Houston, Texas. Option I 
proposes the dereservation of 
unoccupied noncommercial educational 
Channel *14 to make that channel 
available for commercial use, and the 
addition of Channel *61 as a substitute 
for Channel *14. Option II proposes 
retaining the reservation on Channel *14 
and assigning Channel 61 to Houston for 
commercial use. These changes in the 
Table of Assignments were proposed in 
response to a request from The K-Ram 
Corporation (“K-Ram”), which supports 
the dereservation of Channel *14 in 
order to make that channel available for 
commercial use. 

2. Comments in support of Option I 
were submitted by K-Ram, Pan 
American Broadcasting Co. (“Pan 
American”), and the Tatar group 
(“Tatar”).1 Additionally, many informal 
comments favoring Option I were 
submitted by individuals and groups in 
the Houston area.2 Comments 
supporting Option II were received from 
City of Light, Incorporated (“City of 
Light’), Mission to America, Inc. 
(“Mission”), the National Association of 
Public Television Stations (“NAPTS”), 
Gaylord Broadcasting Company 
(“Gaylord”), and Pueblo Broadcasting 
Corporation (“Pueblo”), Tipp Major, 
President of the Major Broadcasting 
Company, submitted comments 
opposing the assignment of Channel 61 
to Houston on a commercial basis. 
Reply comments were filed by K-Ram 
and Gaylord. 

3. Houston (population 1,594,086),* is 
located in Harris County (population 
2,409,544) in southeastern Texas. It is 
currently served by five commercial 
television stations—KPRC-TV (Channel 
2); KHOU-TV (Channel 11); KTRK-TV 
(Channel 13); KRIV-TV (Channel 26). 
Channels 20 and 39 are authorized for 
subscription television service to 
Stations KTXH and KHTV. One 
noncommercial educational station 
serves Houston (Station KUHT. Channel 
*8). 

4. In the Notice of Proposed Rule 
Making, the Commission stated that it 
normally does not allow the 


1 The Tatar group is composed of Elayne Shochet 
Tatar, Davelyn Leister, Loretta Hawkins, and Mary 
Wofford. 

2 Several of these informal comments were sent 
directly to the Commission. Many more were 
appended to the comments of K-Ram. 

* Houston Baptist University filed an informal 
comment opposing the dereservation of 
noncommercial Channel *14. 

* Population data are taken from the 1980 U.S. 
Census Advance Reports. 


dereservation of educational channels 
absent sufficient justification. However, 
noting the express interest of K-Ram for 
use of Channel *14 on a commercial 
basis, and the fact that Channel *14 had 
been assigned to Houston for almost 15 
years without being utilized by a 
noncommercial educational entity, we 
stated that we would propose the 
dereservation. We also stated that it 
was our intent to determine whether any 
noncommercial, educational entity had 
any intention to file for the channel. As 
an acknowledgement that our proposal 
was contrary to well-established 
Commission policy, we also proposed 
Option II so that the commercial 
interests could be accommodated on 
Channel 61. 

5. In support of Option I, K-Ram 
makes three major arguments. First, K- 
Ram asserts that there is a compelling 
need for a seventh commercial 
television assignment to Houston. Such 
an outlet is necessary, according to K- 
Ram, in order to serve the needs of 
Houston’s growing minority population. 
K-Ram pledges that, if its petition is 
granted, it would apply for and operate 
a station whose programming would be 
geared toward minorities. Second, K- 
Ram argues that there is no discernible 
interest in activating Channel *14 in 
Houston.as a noncommercial 
educational station. In support of this 
assertion, K-Ram submits letters from 
various educational entities throughout 
the Houston area who disavow any 
intention of applying for the channel. K- 
Ram also notes that the State of Texas 
has no plans for activating Channel *14 
in Houston. Given this lack of interest 
from educational entities, K-Ram claims 
that there is no rational basis for 
denying its dereservation proposal. 
Finally, K-Ram contends that there is an 
adequate legal basis for dereserving 
Channel *14. K-Ram cites the 
Commission's initial pronouncement on 
television assignments which indicates 
that any assignment, whether an 
educational reservation or not, maybe 
modified if it appears in the public 
interest to do so.‘ Petitioner cites 
Seaford, Delaware, 43 RR 2d 1551 (1978), 
as precedent for dereserving an existing 
noncommercial assignment in order to 
promote the early and economical 
establishment of a new commercial 
television service. K-Ram also notes that 
in the Seaford case, the Commission 
substituted a higher UHF reserved 
channel for the channel which had been 
dereserved for commercial use. K-Ram 
opines that the Houston situation is 
“strikingly” similar to the Seaford case, 


5 Sixth Report and Order, 41 F.C.C. 148, 161 (1952). 
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and urges the Commission to adopt a 
similar outcome.® 

6. The Tatar group, which also 
supports Option I, suggests that although 
the existing Houston commercial 
television stations are earning 
substantial profits, it is far from certain 
that an additional station would be a 
viable enterprise. The group asserts that 
the station would have certain 
advantages if it were operating on 
Channel 14 instead of Channel 61. 
According to Tatar, these advantages 
include: the proximity of Channel 14 on 
the television dial to the other operating 
Houston stations (“it would be more 
facile to tune to Channel 14 than to 
Channel 61”); a station on Channel 14 
would be able to compete for 
advertising revenues more effectively 
than a station on Channel 61; a station 
operating on Channel 14 can produce a 
signal which is superior to a signal on 
Channel 61; and, the more desirable 
signal on Channel 14 can be produced 
with equipment which costs less to 
purchase and operate than equipment 
for Channel 61. All of these factors, 
Tartar avers, would contribute to the 
economic viability of the new 
commercial operation. 

7. The third proponent of Option I, Pan 
American Broadcasting, states its intent 
to apply for Channel *14 in Houston if it 
is dereserved. Pan American intends to 
serve the Hispanic population of the 
Houston area and contends that it can 
achieve this goal more effectively 
through use of Channel 14 as opposed to 
Channel 61. Pan American claims that 
Channel 14 has a technically superior 
signal than that of Channel 61 and that 
use of Channel 14 would result in an 
energy cost saving of at least twenty 
percent, Pan American also states that if 
Option II is selected by the Commission, 
it would nevertheless file an application 
for a license on Channel 61. 

8. In support of Option II, both City of 
Light and Mission claim to be in the 
process of preparing applications for use 
of Channel *14 in Houston on a 
noncommercial educational basis. 
Further, City of Light challenges several 
of the arguments made in support of 
dereserving Channel *14. With respect 
to the tuning argument, City of Light 
states that it is absurd to suggest that 
Channel 14 is more within the range of 
Channels 20 through 39 (the currently 
operating channels in Houston) than is 
Channel 61. Regarding the claim that 
capital and operating costs would be 


*K-Ram submitted supplemental comments which 
dealt with the comments of those opposed to Option 
I. The arguments presented in the supplemental - 
comments were essentially repeated in K-Ram’s 
reply comments, and will be summarized in 
conjunction with K-Rant’s replies. 


lower for Channel 14, City of Light avers 
that those arguments in fact support the 
retention of the reservation on Channel 
*14 so that the channel can be used 
noncommercially by entities unable to 
recoup costs through the commerical 
system. City of Light thus suggests that 
the more expensive channel should be 
used by commercial entities ‘“* * * 
which will be able to recoup all added 
costs from the lucrative market place.” 
The fact that Channel 14 would provide 
better reception to fringe areas also 
supports its retention as a reserved 
channel, argues City of Light, because 
noncommerical stations must depend 
upon wide-area viewer support. 

9. NAPTS states in its comments that 
no unusual circumstances exist in this 
case which justify the dereservation of 
Channel *14 in Houston. NAPTS makes 
the following arguments: dereserving 
Channel *14 is not essential to allow the 
initiation of new commercial service to 
Houston; there is firm precedent for not 
recognizing any significant difference 
between lower and higher UHF 
channels; and a petitioner’s mere 
statement of preference for a lower UHF 
channel has never been enough to 
justify dereserving a reserved channel. 
NAPTS also points out that the 
Commission has consistently refused to 
take into account in channel assignment 
proceedings the program service which 
might be provided by the proponent of 
the assignment because there is no 
assurance that the proponent will 
ultimately be awarded authority to 


operate on the channel. Finally, NAPTS © 


asserts that the length of time that 
Channel *14 has remained vacant is not 
a pertinent consideration since other 
channels are available for commercial 
use. NAPTS contends that the future 
growth of public television depends on 
the maintenance of reservations, and as 
demand for commercial television 
stations increases, the importance of 
reserving spectrum resources for public 
television becomes all the more 
important. Gaylord makes similar 
arguments against adoption of Option I 
and makes the further argument that the 
lack of an identifiable applicant for a 
reserved channel has never been 
considered by the Commission as 
grounds for its dereservation. Gaylord 
also attempts to distinguish the 
Commission's decision in Seaford, 
Delaware, supra, from the present 
situation. Gaylord states that the 
petitioner in Seaford had a complete 
television transmitter plant available for 
the reserved channel and that initiation 
of service on the reserved channel 
would provide a first commercial 
television service to the State of 
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Delaware. Gaylord opines that the 
potential applicant might not have gone 
forward if it could not use its pre- 
existing oa and that only a 
remote possibility existed that 
educational service would ever be 
commenced in such a small community. 
None of these exigent circumstances 
exist in Houston, according to Gaylord. 

10. Pueblo, applicant for Channel 45 at 
Rosenburg, Texas, argues that Channel 
*14 should not be dereserved because 
such action would disrupt the overall 
scheme of television assignments in the 
greater Houston area. Pueblo opines that 
this scheme was in place when the 
Commission assigned Channel 45 to 
Rosenburg for commercial use, and 
nothing has occurred which should 
change the Commission's allocation 
plan. Pueblo states that it agrees with 
the overall objectives advanced by the 
petitioner, but since Channel 61 can be 
assigned to Houston to meet those 
objectives, it is unnecessary to 
dereserve Channel *14. 

11. Tipp Major’s comments addressed 
solely the issue of assigning Channel 61 
to Houston on a commercial basis. 
However, the assertion he makes 
applies equally as well to a 
noncommercial educational assignment 
on Channel 61. Major complains that 
assigning Channel 61, because of 
minimum spacing requirements, would 
practically eliminate the opportunities 
for low power and translator television 
service in the Houston area on UHF 
Channels 55 through 69. Major contends 
that only Channels 55 and 67 could be 
used in Houston for low power 
operations if Channel 61 is assigned. 

12. In its supplemental and reply 
comments, K-Ram, in addition to 
reiterating its previous arguments, 
counters many of the points made by the 
proponents of Option II. K-Ram asserts 
that the technical advantages inherent 
in operating on a lower UHF channel 
would be critical to the survival of a 
commercial station, but would not be as 
important to a noncommercial station 
which does not depend on coverage, 
ratings, and advertising to provide 
operating revenue: In response to the 
comments of Gaylord and Pueblo, K- 
Ram notes that both parties are 
potential competitors with a new 
commercial station and alleges that their 
comments implicitly recognize that a 
commercial television station on 
Channel 14 would be more competitive 
than a station on Channel 61. Finally, K- 
Ram attacks the verity of comments 
filed by Mission and City of Light by 
stating that neither entity is a bona fide 
educational institution. According to K- 
Ram’s research, neither Mission nor City 
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of Light operates a fulltime school or has 
an ongoing educational program. K-Ram 
contends that neither entity would 
appear to qualify as a noncommercial 
educational applicant and for that 
reason, the expressions of interest of 
Mission to America and City of Light in 
Channel *14 are wholly invalid. 

13. In its reply comments, Gaylord, 
noting K-Ram’s contention that Channel 
14 is more desirable than Channel 61 
from a technical standpoint, states that 
K-Ram has never established the 
existence of these alleged advantages. 
Given this lack of substantiation and the 
Commission’s repeated refusal to 
recognize any significant distinction 
between low and high UHF channels, 
Gaylord avers there is no legally 
sufficient basis to conclude that the 
propagation characteristics of Channel 
*14 would be significantly superior to 
those of Channel 61. Further, Gaylord 
submits that K-Ram has not documented 
the extent to which operating on a lower 
UHF channel would provide any 
substantial economic advantage. 
Finally, Gaylord opines that, given the 
explosive growth of Houston, it is not 
unlikely that a future noncommercial 
applicant for Channel *14 will develop. 

14. In adopting the Notice of Proposed 
Rule Making in this proceeding, the 
Commission was interested in garnering 
as much information as possible 
regarding the potential public interest 
benefits of dereserving Channel *14 in 
Houston and thus making it available 
for commercial use. We specifically 
recognized that our proposal was 
contrary to established Commission 
policy, but we also were open to the 
notion that some special public interest 
justifications could be presented which 
would support an exception to our 
policy. After carefully reviewing all of 
the comments received, we find that no 
such compelling public interest ; 
justifications exist in this case, and we 
shall adopt Option II, which assigns 
unreserved Channel 61 to Houston. 
Channel *14 will remain reserved for 
noncommercial educational use. 

15. In cases such as this one, where a 
petitioner seeks to dereserve an unused 
noncommercial channel, we have 
consistently denied such requests when 
it was apparent that an alternate 
channel existed which could be 
assigned to accommodate the 
commercial interest. Vancouver, 
Washington, 44 RR 2d. 1498 (1980). 
Typically, the commercial proponent 
was attempting to utilize a lower 
channel than what may have been 
available for commercial operations. As 
all parties to this proceeding recognize, 
however, the Commission, in such cases, 


does not acknowledge any significant 
difference between lower and higher 
UHF channels. Thus, a mere preference 
for a lower UHF channel has not been 
sufficient justification for dereserving a 
noncommercial assignment.” 

16. In the cited case of Seaford, 
Delaware, 43 RR 2d 1551 (Broadcast Bur. 
1978), we dereserved Channel *38 at 
Seaford and substituted Channel *64 for 
future noncommercial use. The facts in 
that case, however, were unique, and K- 
Ram’s attempts to analogize the present 
situation with the Seaford case are 
unconvincing. The proponent in Seaford 
already possessed a complete set of 
equipment for Channel 38. Thus, 
dereserving the channel hastened the 
inauguration of Seaford’s first local 
television service, providing for the 
State of Delaware's first commercial 
television station. Certainly no such 
similar situation exists in Houston, 
which already has six authorized 
commercial television stations and only 
one noncommercial educational station. 
Also in Seaford it was possible that 
forcing the commercial proponent to 
utilize Channel 64 would have 
significantly delayed the initiation of a 
new service. Again, such is not the case 
here, where one of the potential 
commercial applicants, Pan American 
Broadcasting Company, Inc. indicates 
that it will apply for Channel 61 in 
Houston, if assigned. Thus, given Pan 
American’s stated interest in Channel 
61, our actions in refusing to dereserve 
Channel *14 should not delay the 
institution of a new commercial service 
for the Houston area. 

17. As Gaylord correctly points out in 
its comments, the lack of an identifiable 
applicant for a reserved channel has 
never been considered by the 
Commission as grounds for dereserving 
a noncommercial channel. We continue 
to believe that the ordered and efficient 
development of public broadcasting in 
the country demands that channels 
remain reserved for future 
noncommercial use. However, in the 
case presented here, we felt and 
continue to feel that the lack of any 
interest in the noncommercial channel 
would be a legitimate consideration in 
our deliberations. We note that the 
qualifications of the interested parties 
for noncommercial educational use of 
Channel *14 have been placed into 
question. However, the expression of 
interest as set forth in comments would 
have been sufficient to support a new 


7 On a finding that the public interest will benefit, 
however, we have granted petitions seeking to add 
reservations to lower UHF channels. See, e.g., 
Alexandria, Louisiana, 44 FR 1738, published 
February 5, 1979; De Kalb, Illinois, 44 FR 7960, 
published February 8, 1979. 


assignment and therefore sufficient to 
justify retention of Channel *14. ~ 

18. The various proponents of the 
commercial use of Channel *14 in 
Houston have strongly suggested the 
need for an additional commercial 
channel in order to serve the needs and 
interests of Houston's varied minority 
populations. As several commenters 
pointed out, there is no guarantee that 
the minority applicant will be the 
ultimate licensee of the newly assigned 
channel. Thus, at the rule making stage, 
we may give no special consideration to 
the fact that one possible applicant for a 
channel may seek to serve minority 
needs. In any event, because we are 
assigning Channel 61 to Houston for 
commercial use, applicants proposing to 
serve the needs of specialized audiences 
will have the opportunity to do so on 
that channel. 

19. Finally, with respect to the 
concerns voiced by Tipp Major, who 
argues against the assignment of 
Channel 61 on the grounds that it will 
obstruct the development of low power 
and translator stations in Houston, those 
uses are clearly secondary to the 
establishment of a full service 
broadcasting station. As Major himself 
points out, at least two channels still 
remain available for low power use in 
Houston without restriction, and many 
other channels may be available if 
certain separation requirements are met. 
Therefore, we will not deny the 
assignment of Channel 61 to Houston 
especially in the face of an existing 
interest in applying for the channel, on 
the basis of its preclusive effects on low 
power and translator development. 

20. Each of the reasons offered for 
dereserving Channel *14—lower cost, 
easier tuning, early initiation of 
service—are also true for providing a 
noncommercial education service on 
Channel *14. The likelihood of initiating 
a noncommercial educational rather 
than a commercial service on Channel 
61 is less given the difference in costs at 
a time when State and Federal funding 
for this purpose has been cut back (see 
Hays, Kansas, et al. (Notice), adopted 
January 27, 1982). Given the expressions 
of interest in using Channel *14 ona 
noncommercial educational basis the 
need for a second noncommercial 
educational television service is greater 
than that for a seventh commercial 
television station.* The dereservation of 
Channel *14 could have the effect of 
depriving Houston of the realistic 
opportunity of a second noncommercial 
educational service in view of the lack 
of a concomitant expression of interest 


°Cf. Burlington, Vermont, 45 RR 2d 786 (1977). 





for noncommercial educational use of 
Channel 61. 

21. Accordingly, it is ordered, that the 
Television Table of Assignments, 
§ 73.606(b) of the Commission’s rules, is 
amended, effective March 22, 1982, as 
follows for the community listed: 


2-, *8—, 114, 13-, °14, 


20, 26, 39—, and 61. 


22. Authority for the action taken 
herein is contained in Sections 4{i), 
5(d)(1), 303 (g) and (r) and 307(b) of the 
Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, and § 0.281 of the 
Commission's rules. 

23. It is further ordered, that this 
proceeding is terminated. 

24. For further information concerning 
this proceeding, contact Michael A. 
McGregor, Broadcast Bureau, (202) 632- 
7792. 

(Secs. 4, 303, 48 Stat., as amended, 1066, 1082 
(47 U.S.C. 154, 303)) 

Federal Communications Commission. 
Martin Blumenthal, 

Acting Chief, Policy and Rules Division, 
Broadcast Bureau. 

[FR Doc. 82-4232 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am} 

BILLING CODE 6712-01-™ 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


49 CFR Part 1057 
[Ex Parte MC 43 (Sub-11)] 
Lease and Interchange of Vehicles 


AGENCY: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 
ACTION: Final rules. 


SUMMARY: The Commission adopts the 


rule revising its leasing regulations to 
require that the lease shall specify who 
is responsible for loading and unloading 
the property to be transported onto and 
from the motor vehicle and the 
compensation, if any, to be paid for this 
service. This action is taken to bring the 
leasing rules into conformance with 
recent statutory changes enacted in 
section 15 of the Motor Carrier Act of 
1980. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: March 19, 1982. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Dan Campbell, Phone: (202) 275-7612. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section 
15 of the Motor Carrier Act of 1980, 
enacted July 1, 1980, added a new 
subsection (b) to 49 U.S.C. 11107 which 
directs that the Commission, “shall 
require, by regulation, that any 
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arrangement, between a motor carrier of 
property providing transportation 
subject to the jurisdiction of the 
Commission under subchapter II of 
chapter 105 of this title and any other 
person, under which such other person 
is to provide any portion of such 
transportation by a motor vehicle not 
owned by the carrier shall specify, in 
writing, who is responsible for loading 
and unloading the property onto and 
from the motor vehicle.” In other words, 
the Commission must require by 
regulation that any arrangement 
between an authorized motor carrier 
and an owner-operator for leasing a 
motor vehicle specify in writing the 
loading and unloading responsibility. 

On November 7, 1980, we initiated this 
proceeding by issuing a notice of 
proposed rulemaking (45 FR 73981, 
November 7, 1980) to implement this 
new statutory requirement. In that 
notice, we announced that we were 
considering the revision of the 
Commission’s leasing regulations by 
adding a sentence at the end of CFR 
1057.12(f) as follows: 


The lease shall clearly specify who is 
responsible for loading and unloading the 
property onto and from the motor vehicle and 
the compensation, if any, to be paid for this 
service. 


The public was invited to comment on 
this proposal. Twenty-one statements 
were received, 


Discussions and Conclusion 


Section 15 of the Motor Carrier Act of 
1980 makes it mandatory for the 
Commission to prescribe the rule in this 
proceeding. The Congress has 
determined that “‘(t)he Commission shall 
require, by regulation, that any 
arrangement * * * shall specify, in 
writing, who is responsible for loading 
and unloading the property onto and 
from the motor vehicle.” More explicit 
language would be difficult to imagine. 
In discussing this section of the law, the 
Committee on Public Works and 
Transportation observed, “Where an 
owner-operator is leased to a regulated 
carrier, the committee expects the lease 
to specify the responsibilities of the 
carrier and the owner-operator 
regarding loading and unloading, 
including compensation.” House Report 
No. 96-1069, 96th Cong. 2d Sess. 31 
(1980). As the report suggests, it is 
logical that the agreement as to loading 
and unloading responsibility be included 
as a part of the lease contract between 
the owner-operator and the authorized 
carrier. < 

Therefore, the direction given to this 
Commission in this matter is clear. The 
Commission is to require by regulation 


that owner-operators be protected in 
their lease agreements with authorized 
carriers by having the loading and 
unloading responsibility clearly set forth 
in writing. 

In considering adoption of this rule, 
we are also mindful of the following 
direction in section 3({a) of the Motor 
Carrier Act of 1980 by Congress to the 
Commission to stay within the powers 
specifically vested in it by the revised 
law: 

* * * The Interstate Commerce 
Commission should be given explicit 
direction for regulation of the motor carrier 
industry and well-defined parameters within 
which it may act pursuant to congressional 
policy; that the Interstate Commerce 
Commission should not attempt to go beyond 
the powers vested in it by the Interstate 
Commerce Act and other legislation enacted 
by Congress * * * 


We believe that the rule proposed in 
this proceeding implements the intent of 
Congress and it is, therefore, adopted. 
Modifications to the rule and requests 
for exemption urged by some parties to 
the proceeding would thwart 
congressional intent and are rejected. 

The parties have raised a number of 
issues which, though not critical to the 
disposition of this proceeding, require 
some comment from the Commission to 
clarify our position and to eliminate any 
confusion in fully implementing this rule. 
A recurrent theme from those opposed 
to this rule is that loading and unloading 
practices are already fully set forth in a 
carrier’s tariff or are in many instances 
a part of the line-haul rate. Those 
opposed to the rule suggest that it may 
only confuse the issue and, even worse, 
may be a source of possible conflict 
with the tariff. The parties do not 
indicate how a tariff requirement in any 
way fulfills the statutory requirement 
that owner-operators be apprised in 
writing of loading and unloading 
responsibility. We fail to see how a 
tariff reference indicates an agreement 
or meeting of the minds between a 
carrier and an owner-operator on this 
subject. 

We also reject the argument from 
those opposed to the rule that it would 
be impossible to specify, in detail, all 
circumstances of loading and unloading 
and the amounts to be paid. The carriers 
agree that these matters are fully - 
anticipated in their tariffs. It is possible 
to include sufficient information in the 
lease to inform the owner-operator in 
detail of what he or she must do under 
various circumstances and the amount 
that will be paid for such services. We 
are not mandating how much of any 
tariff charge should be passed through 
to the owner-operator. Owner-operators 
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must know, however, what they are 
expected to do and what they will be 
paid. It is only natural that these 
obligations be set forth in the lease. This 
is nothing more than an addition to the 
truth in leasing rules prescribed in Ex 
Parte No. MC-43 (Sub-No. 7), 131 M.C.C. 
141. The intent of the law is to inform 
owner-operators in writing as to loading 
and uploading responsibility. 

For this same reason, we believe it 
necessary that the compensation, if any, 
to be paid the owner-operator for 
loading and unloading be included. 
Knowledge of the compensation to be 
paid for this service, if any, is a 
necessary part of the agreement. This 
requirement is similar to other parts of 
the leasing rules calling for clear 
statements as to the amount of charges, 
tolls, insurance premiums, etc. 


The Commission will require that all 
motor common and contract carriers 
subject to the leasing rules abide by this 
rule. The law does not provide for any 
exceptions. Owner-operators under 
long-term leases to specialized carriers 
would only be helped by requiring that 
this loading and unloading 
responsibility be spelled out in the lease 
and that the compensation, if any, be 
stated. We believe that this would also 
help the carriers by removing any doubt 
between the parties as to what the lease 
contract provides. The lease, like any 
contract, should reflect the agreement of 
both parties, rather than a unilateral fiat 
from the carrier. 


We give no credence to the 
suggestions of many that the lease 
agreement will somehow be used to 
change the tariff provision for loading 
and unloading. The motor carrier 
cannot, of course, indirectly change its 
holding out in its tariff by providing 
something different in its lease with the 
owner-operator. We also would not 
anticipate that carriers would use the 
new lease agreements to resolve 
pending differences with shippers and 
receivers as to loading and unloading 
responsibilities. 

This action does not significantly 
affect the quality of human environment 
or the conservation of energy resources. 


It is ordered: That Title 49 of the Code 
of Federal Regulations be revised as set 
forth in Appendix A. 


This action is taken under authority 
contained in 49 U.S.C. 10321 and 11107 
and 5 U.S.C. 553. 


Decided: February 9, 1982. 
By the Commission, Chairman Taylor, Vice 


Chairman Gilliam, Commissioners Clapp and 
Gresham. 

James H. Bayne, 

Acting Secretary. 


Appendix A 


PART 1057—LEASE AND 
INTERCHANGE OF VEHICLES 


Title 49 CFR 1057.12 is amended as 
follows: 

In § 1057.12, paragraph (f) is revised to 
read as follows: 


§ 1057.12 Written lease requirements. 
* * * * * 

(f) Items specific in lease.—The lease 
shall clearly specify the responsibility of 
each party with respect to the cost of 
fuel, fuel taxes, empty mileage, permits 
of all types, tolls, ferries, detention and 
accessorial services, base plates and 
licenses, and any unused portions of 
such items. The lease shall clearly 
specify who is responsible for loading 
and unloading the property onto and 
from the motor vehicle, and the 
compensation, if any, to be paid for this 
service. 

* * * * * 
[FR Doc. 82~4106 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 0 ~ 


49 CFR Parts 1201, 1241 and 1248 
(No. 37614] 


Elimination of Accounting and 
Reporting Requirements of Class Il 
Railroads 


AGENCY: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: This rule eliminates the 
Uniform System of Accounts (USOA) 
and all periodic reports of Class II 
railroad companies. In evaluating the 
use of the information maintained and 
filed by the carriers, the Commission 
has concluded that the accounting and 
reporting burden is no longer justified. 
This rule is consistent with the 
Commission's reporting policy aimed at 
requiring disclosure of only that data 
which is used internally on a regular 
basis to fulfill regulatory responsibilities 
(Policy Statement on Financial and 
Statistical Reporting, 44 FR 27537). 
DATES: Effective for the reporting year 
ending December 31, 1981. 

ADDRESSES: Copies of this rule may be . 
obtained by writing to: Office of the 
Secretary, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20423; or 
by calling toll-free, 800-424-5403. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Wayne D. Howard (202) 275-7448. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Background 


By Notice of Proposed Rulemaking 
(NPR) served May 4, 1981, and published 
in the Federal Register May 5, 1981 (46 
FR 25114), we announced our intention 
to eliminate all accounting and reporting 
requirements of Class II railroads. These 
carriers’ operations account for only 2% 
of total railroad operating revenues. 
After studying the Commission’s use of- 
the information filed by Class II 
railroads, we concluded that the hours 
spent to comply with our accounting and 
reporting requirements were no longer 
justified. 

The Commission also invited public 
comments on including Class II 
affiliated information in the parent 
carriers’ R-1 annual reports. 

All interested parties were originally 
given the opportunity to submit their 
views and comments by June 19, 1981. 
This date was subsequently extended to 
August 3, 1981 (46 FR 30839, June 11, 
1981). We found no new evidence that 
supports continued promulgation of a 
Commission prescribed accounting 
system or the continuation of detailed 
reporting requirements for Class II 
railroads. 


Review of Responses 


Four respondents submitted 
comments on this proceeding. Their 
comments are summarized below. 

Conrail, the Chicago and North 
Western Transportation Company 
(CNW), and the Association of 
American Railroads (AAR), representing 
its member roads, support the 
elimination of accounting and reporting 
requirements for Class II railroads. The 
AAR states that no adverse impact 
resulted when Class III carriers were 
relieved of their accounting and 
reporting requirements. Similarly, the 
AAR maintains that no significant 
impact should result from eliminating 
Class II accounting and reporting 
requirements since their revenues 
represent $556 million (1980) compared 
to $1 billion for Class III carriers (1979). 
Further, AAR contends that Class II 
reports are seldom used in railroad 
industry statistics or decision-making. 

The AAR further recommends that in 
order to preserve the benefits 
anticipated from elimination of the 
accounting and reporting requirements 
for Class II railroads, the threshold for 
classification of Class I railroads should 
be adjusted upward for the 1981 
reporting year and reviewed annually. 
The AAR believes this would preclude 
the possibility of Class II railroads 





qualifying for Class I status because of 
inflation. 

Both the AAR and CNW oppose 
mandatory consolidated reporting and 
suggest that present Commission 
approval of such reporting continue on a 
case-by-case basis. The AAR further 
believes the information lost by 
elimination of accounting and reporting 
requirements for Class II railroads is 
insignificant and additional 
requirements for affiliates should not 
become a burden on Class I parent 
companies. 

Conrail believes that consolidated 
reporting may result in an increased 
reporting burden to Class II railroads, 
since they would have to conform their 
existing accounting requirements to 
those of their Class I parent. 

R. L. Banks Associates disagree with 
this proposal. It maintains that the 
Commission should closely monitor 
Class Il railroad activities because of 
potential abuse of large carriers using 
economic leverage to gain unfair 
advantage over smaller ones. Further, it 
contends that researchers and 
academicians should have ready access 
to this information to conduct studies 
relative to the transportation system. 


Discussion and Conclusions 


In a decision issued December 15, 
1980, the Commission eliminated the 
accounting and reporting requirements 
for Class III railroads (46 FR 9114, 
January 28, 1981). We are now 
eliminating the accounting and reporting 
for Class II railroads. We shall continue 
to maintain a distinction between Class 
II and Class If railroads, however, 
because Section 10705a of the Staggers 
Rail Act sets forth specific rights of 
Class III carriers in relation to certain 
surcharge provisions. At present, these 
designations are: 

Class I—Annual carrier operating 
revenues of $50 million or more. 

Class II—Annual carrier operating 
revenues of less than $50 million but 
more than $10 million. 

Class If]—Annual carrier operating 
revenues of $10 million or less. 

Our avowed intention is that 
accounting reporting requirements 
shall be limited to meeting the 
Commission's current needs in 
performing regulatory functions 
including the compilation of essential 
transportation statistics and the 
execution of Federal laws. The 
Commisson reviewed the use of 
information filed by Class II railroad 
companies and found that it was not 
used on a regular basis for analysis or 
monitoring purposes. Therefore, the 
Commission concluded that the 


accounting and reporting burden is no 
longer justified. 

Three respondents oppose the 
inclusion of affiliated Class II railroad 
companies in parent companies R-1 
reports. Because of the complexity of the 
consolidation issue, we have decided to 
institute a separate proceeding to 
investigate appropriate criteria for filing 
consolidated data relative to rail 
carriers. In the interim, the Commission 
will continue to grant approval of 
consolidated reporting upon petition. 

We emphasize that this rule does not 
eliminate the reporting of pertinent 
accounting information when requested 
and does not affect accounting and 
reporting requirements of other 
jurisdictions. Before eliminating current 
accounting capabilities, carriers should 
ensure that their internal accounting 
systems accommodate existing state 
and local regulatory requirements. 
Carriers should also consider potential 
Commission requests for information as 
well as the possibility of future 
consolidated reporting. Blind 
abandonment of the Class II Uniform 
System of Accounts without an 
appropriate substitute may ill serve the 
carrier as well as a particular regulatory 
body. 

The AAR’s comments concerning the 
threshold for classification of Class I 
railroads address a separate rulemaking 
proceeding (Docket No. 38559, Railroad 
Classification Index). The Commission 
is currently reviewing the responses and 
will issue a final rule after appropriate 
analysis. 

Regulatory Flexibility Act: Pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 605(b), the Secretary of the 
Commission has certified that this final 
rule will not have a significant economic 
impact on a substantial number of small 
entities. This rule eliminates the 
accounting and reporting requirements 
for Class II railroads; consequently, 
there is no adverse impact on small 
businesses. 

This action does not significantly 
affect the quality of the human 
environment or the conservation of 
energy resources. 

This action is taken under authority of 
49 U.S.C. 10321 and 5 U.S.C. 553. 

We adopt the changes to 49 CFR Parts 
1201, 1241 and 1248 set forth in 
Appendix A to this final rule. 

Decided: February 8, 1982. 

By the Commission, Chairman Taylor, 


Vice-Chairman Gilliam, Commissioners 
Gresham and Clapp. 


James H. Bayne, 
Acting Secretary. 


Amend Title 49 CFR as follows: 
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PART 1201—RAILROAD COMPANIES 


In Part 1201: 

1. Revise paragraph {c) of General 
Instruction 1-1, Classification of 
Carriers, to read as follows: 


1-1 Clasgjfication of Carriers. 


+ * * * * 


(c) Class I carriers shall keep all of the 
accounts of this system which are ‘ 
applicable to their operations. Class II 
and Class III carriers are not required.to 
maintain the accounts of this system. 


* * * * * 


2. Remove the accounting list entitled 
“Operating Expense Account's for Class 
II Railroad” which immediately 
precedes the Operating Expense 
Account Explanations. 

3. Remove the Operating Expenses 
Accounts—Class II railroads 
Conversion Today (Sic) [Table]. 

4. Remove the Condensed 
Classification of Operating Expenses for 
Small Carriers, Class II. 


PART 1241—ANNUAL, SPECIAL OR 
PERIODIC REPORTS—CARRIERS 
SUBJECT TO PART | OF THE 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE ACT 


§ 1241.12 [Removed] 


5. Remove § 1241.12, Annual reports of 
Class II railroad companies. 


§ 1241.13 [Redesignated as § 1241.12} 


6. Redesignated § 1241.13, Report of 
incentive per diem items—Railroads, as 
§ 1241.12. 


PART 1248—FREIGHT COMMODITY 
STATISTICS 


7. Revise § 1248.1 to read as follows: 


§ 1248.1 Freight commodity statistics. 


All Class I railroads, as described in 
§ 1240.1 of this chapter, subject to Part I 
of the Interstate Commerce Act, shall 
compile and report freight commodity 
statistics on the basis of the commodity 
codes named in § 1248.101. Carriers 
shall report quarterly on the basis of the 
3, 4 and 5-digit commodity codes named 
in that section. Such reports shall be 
made in conformity with the outline of 
terms set forth in §§ 1248.2 to 1248.5, 
inclusive, as supplemented by 
instructions included in the appropriate 
report form to be supplied to the 
reporting railroads. 


§ 1248.2 [Amended] 


8. Remove paragraph (b) of § 1248.2, 
Items to be reported, and reserve it for 
future use. 
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§$1248.5 [Amended] 

9. Remove paragraph (b) of § 1248.5, 
Report forms and date of filing, and 
reserve it for future use. 


§ 1248.6 [Amended} 

10. In § 1248.6, Public inspection— 
Railroad reports, remove the phrase 
“and Class II” from the first sentence. 
[FR Doc. 82-4029 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


49 CFR Part 1249 
[Docket No. 38760] 


Elimination of Form QFR-S 


AGENCY: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: The Commission is 
eliminating the requirement that all 
Class I and II contract motor carriers 
and Class II Instruction 28 A, B, and C 
motor carriers file Form QFR-S, the 
Selected Quarterly Data of Results of 
Operations. The Commission does not 
use the data contained in the report, and 
we do not believe that the use others 
make of the data justifies the 
continuation of this reporting burden on 
the carriers. 
DATES: Effective for the reporting year 
beginning January 1, 1982. 
ADDRESSES: Copies of this notice rule 
may be obtained by writing to: Office of 
the Secretary, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20423; or 
by calling toll-free, 800-424-5403. 

An original and 10 copies of any 
comments should also be sent to the 
above address on or before April 5, 1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Wayne Howard (202) 275-7448. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In 
Docket No. 37002 (served December 3, 
1979; 44 FR 70478, December 7, 1979), the 
Commission revised quarterly report 
Form QFR and eliminated the filing 
requirement for certain carriers. Those 
carriers relieved from filing Form QFR . 
were instead required to file Form QFR- 
S which requires respondents to submit 
data on operating revenue, net income, 
vehicle miles, tons of revenue freight, 
and total cash and liquid assets. The 
Commission presently requires all Class 
I and II contract carriers and Class II 
Instruction 28 A, B and C carriers to file 
Form QFR-S. 

In the past, the Commission designed 
its reporting policy to provide for its 
own information needs and, at the same 
time, to accommodate the needs of other 
users whenever practical. Under its new 
policy adopted May 5, 1979 (Policy 


Statement on Financial and Statistical 
Reporting), the Commission only 
collects data which it uses internally on 
a regular basis to fulfill regulatory 
responsibilities. In first adopting Form 
QFR-S, we thought the Commission 
would use the data from Form QFR-S 
regularly because we expected 
substantial regulatory changes to the 
specialized carrier and contract carrier 
industry in the near future. However, the 
Commission has found little use for the 
form during the year and since the data 
captured on Form QFR-S is not used on 
a regular basis by the Commission, we 
will eliminate the form effective for the 
year beginning January 1, 1982. 

By eliminating Form QFR-S we will 
reduce the expense of collecting and 
processing as well as help small 
businesses by relaxing reporting 
requirements. We will save the carriers 
approximately $187,000 and the 
government $24,000. 

This rule is procedural in nature and 
the revision lessens the reporting 
requirements for about 1,900 motor 
carriers. Accordingly, the Commission 
believes that this revision does not 
require a rulemaking proceeding 
pursuant to section 553 of the 
Administrative Procedure Act (5 U.S.C. 
553). However, in keeping with our 
belief that this rule change can benefit 
from public scrutiny, we are requesting 
that the public study the rule and 
comment on or before April 5, 1982, 
concerning any changes which should 
be made as well as the purpose of the 
revision. 

If the Commission concludes, after 
reviewing the comments, that it is 
necessary to change the rule or that the 
revision should not be adopted, 
appropriate action will be taken. 


Otherwise, the revision proposed in this 


decision will take effect for the year 
1982. 
Regulatory Flexibility Act 

Pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 605(b), the 
Secretary of the Commission has 
certified that this Final Rule will not 
have a significant economic impact on a 
substantial number of small entities. In 
this proceeding, we do not propose new 
reporting requirements; rather, we seek 
to eliminate the existing burden on 
many small carriers. Thus, we anticipate 
no adverse economic impact on small 
businesses, organizations or other 
entities. 

This decision does not significantly 
affect the quality of the human 
environment or the conservation of 
energy resources. 


PART 1249—REPORTS OF MOTOR 
CARRIERS 


Accordingly, § 1249.12, Part 1249 of 
Title 49 of the Code of Federal 
Regulations is sevieed to read as 
follows: 


§ 1249.12 Quarterly financial reports. 

All Class I common carriers and Class 
II “Instruction 27” carriers as defined in 
49 CFR Part 1207, and Class I household 
goods carriers shall complete and file 
the Quarterly Results of Operations 
Form QFR. Two copies of the form 
should be filed with the Bureau of 
Accounts, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20423, 
within 30 days after the end of the 
reporting quarter. 

(49 U.S.C. 11142 and 11145, and 5 U.S.C. 553) 

Decided: February 8, 1982. 

By the Commission, Chairman Taylor, 
Vice-Chairman Gilliam, Commissioners 
Gresham and Clapp. 

James H. Bayne, 

Acting Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4104 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration 


50 CFR Part 621 


Seizure of illegally Caught Fish 
ACTION: Statement of policy. 


summary: NOAA publishes a notice 
which revises its policy, announced in 
the Federal Register of February 15, 1980 
(45 FR 10349), with respect to seizure 
and forfeiture of fish taken or retained 
in violation of the Magnuson Fishery 
Conservation and Management Act (the 
Act). The revised policy is to seize a 
vessel's entire catch where there have 
been previous violations of the Act, 
where the violations are especially 
serious, or where there are multiple 
violations. 

DATE: Effective February 17, 1982. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Stephen J. Powell, Assistant General 
Counsel for Enforcement and Litigation, 
Page Building I, Room 275, 2001 
Wisconsin Avenue, NW, Washington, 
D.C. 20235, Telephone: (202) 254-8350. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
February 15, 1980, notice states that it is 
NOAA policy to seize and seek 
forfeiture of all fish the agency believes 
were taken or retained in violation of 
the Act, and that where excess catch is 





involved, an amount of fish 
commensurate with the excess will be 
seized. That notice also allows for 
seizing the entire catch where the 
amount of excess is substantial, or 
where other types of violations are 
involved. It does not, however, 
positively state that the entire catch will 
be seized in cases involving repeat or 
serious violations. 

Effective enforcement of the Act, and 
protection of fishery resources, requires 
a more severe enforcement response to 


flagrant and repeated violations. 
Therefore, this notice makes clear that 
in cases involving excess catch it is 
NOAA policy to seize and seek 
forfeiture of a vessel's entire catch 
where a prior violation is involved, 
where the amount of excess is 
substantial, or where there are multiple 
violations. Seizure of the entire catch is 
also appropriate for violations other 
than excess catch violations, such as 
fishing in a closed area or with illegal 
mesh, or retaining undersized fish. In 


Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 32 / Wednesday, February 17, 1982 / Rules and Regulations 


egregious cases, where lesser sanctions 
have not been or would not be 
successful deterrents, seizure and 
forfeiture of the vessel, in addition to its 
catch, may be appfopriate. 

Signed at Washington, D.C., this 11th day 
of February 1982. 
William G. Gordon, 
Assistant Administrator for Fisheries. 
[FR Doc. 82-4202 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-22-M 





Proposed Rules 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains notices to the public of the 
proposed issuance of rules and 
regulations. The purpose of these notices 
is to give interested persons an 


opportunity to participate in the rule 
making prior to the adoption of the final 
rules, 


DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 


Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission 


18 CFR Part 271 
[Docket No. RM79-76 (Wyoming-9)] 


High-Cost Gas Produced From Tight 
Formations; Wyoming 


AGENCY: Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, DOE. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: The Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission is authorized by 
section 107(c)(5) of the Natural Gas 
Policy Act of 1978 to designate certain 
types of natural gas as high-cost gas 
where the Commission determines that 
the gas is produced under conditions 
which present extraordinary risks or 
costs. Under section 107(c)(5), the 
Commission issued a final regulation 
designating natural gas produced from 
tight formations as high-cost gas which 
may receive an incentive price (18 CFR 
271.703). this rule established 
procedures for jurisdictional agencies to 
submit to the Commission 
recommendations of areas for 
designation as tight formations. This 
notice of proposed rulemaking by the 
Director of the Office of Pipeline and 
Producer Regulation contains the 
recommendation of the State of 
Wyoming that the Frontier Formation be 
designated as a tight formation under 

§ 271.703(d). 

DATE: comments on the proposed rule 
are due on March 15, 1982. 

Public Hearing: No public hearing is 
scheduled in this docket as yet. Written 
requests for a public hearing are due on 
February 26, 1982. 

ADDRESS: Comments and requests for 
hearing must be filed with the Office of 
the Secretary, 825 North Capitol Street, 
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Leslie Lawner, (202) 357-8511, or Victor 
Zabel, (202) 357-8616. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Issued: February 11, 1982. 


I. Background 


On February 3, 1982, the State of 
Wyoming Oil and Gas Conservation 
Commission (Wyoming) submitted to 
the Commission a recommendation, in 
accordance with § 271.703 of the 
Commission's regulations (45 FR 56034, 
August 22, 1980), that the Frontier 
Formation located in Sweetwater 
County, Wyoming, be designated as a 
tight formation. Pursuant to 
§ 271.703(c)(4) of the regulations, this 
Notice of Proposed Rulemaking is 
hereby issued to determine whether 
Wyoming’s recommendation that the 
Frontier Formation be designated a tight 
formation should be adopted. The 
United States Geological Survey concurs 
with Wyoming’s recommendation. 
Wyoming’s recommendation and 
supporting data are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
inspection. 


II. Description of Recommendation 


The recommended formation 
underlies certain lands in Sweetwater 
County, Wyoming, and is located in the 
Essex Mountain area in north central 
Sweetwater County. The recommended 
area contains approximately 253,440 
acres within all of Townships 23, 24, and 
25 North, Ranges 101 and 102 West; 
Townships 24, 25, and 26 North, Range 
103 West; and Townships 24 and 25 
North, Range 104 West. The acreage 
included in the recommended area 
consists of both State and fee lands. The 
recommended formation ranges in 
thickness from 400 to 600 feet. The 
average depth to the top of the 
formation is 11,530 feet. 


III. Discussion of Recommendation 


Wyoming claims in its submission 
that evidence gathered through 
information and testimony presented at 
a public hearing in Cause No. 1, Order 
No. 1, Docket No. 113-81 convened by 
ae on this matter demonstrates 

at: 

(1) The average in situ gas 
permeability throughout the pay section 
of the proposed area is not expected to 
exceed 0.1 millidarcy; 

(2) The stabilized production rate, 
against atmospheric pressure, of wells 
completed for production from the 
recommended formation, without 
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stimulation, if not expected to exceed 
the maximum allowable production rate 
set out in § 271.703(c)(2)(i)(B); and 

(3) No well drilled into the 
recommended formation is expected to 
produce more than five (5) barrels of oil 
per day. 

Wyoming further asserts that existing 
State and Federal Regulations assure 
that development of this formation will 
not adversely affect any fresh water 
aquifers. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to the Director of the Office of 
Pipeline and Producer Regulation by 
Commission Order No. 97, issued in 
Docket No. RM80-68 (45 FR 53456, 
August 12, 1980), notice is hereby given 
of the proposal submitted by Wyoming 
that the Frontier Formation, as 
described and delineated in Wyoming’s 
recommendation as filed with the 
Commission, be designated as a tight 
formation pursuant to § 271.703. 


IV. Public Comment Procedures 


Interested persons may comment on 
this proposed rulemaking by submitting 
writteh data, views or arguments to the 
Office of the Secretary, Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, 825 North 
Capitol Street, NE., Washington, D.C. 
20426, on or before March 15, 1982. Each 
person submitting a comment should 
indicate that the comment is being 
submitted in Docket No. RM79-76 
(Wyoming-9), and should give reasons 
including supporting data for any 
recommendations. Comments should 
include the name, title, mailing 
adddress, and telephone number of one 
person to whom communications 
concerning the proposal may be 
addressed. An original and 14 
conformed copies should be filed with 
the Secretary of the Commission. 
Written comments will be available for 
public inspection at the Commission's 
Division of Public Information, Room 
1000, 835 North Capitol Street, NE., 
Washington, D.C., during business 


Any person wishing to present 
testimony, views, data, or otherwise 
participate at a public hearing should 
notify the Commission in writing that 
they wish to make an oral presentation 
and therefore request a public hearing. 
Such request shall specify the amount of 
time requested at the hearing. Requests 
should be filed with the Secretary of the 





Commission no later than February 26, 
1982. 


(Natural Gas Policy Act of 1978 (15 U.S.C. 
3301-3342) 


Accordingly, the Commission 
proposes to amend the regulations in 
Part 271, Subchapter H, Chapter I, Title 
18, Code of Federal Regulations, as set 
forth below, in the event Wyoming’s 
recommendation is adopted. 

Kenneth A. Williams, ; 
Director, Office of Pipeline and Producer 
Regulation. 


PART 271—CEILING PRICES 


Section 271.703(d) is amended by 
adding new subparagraph (90) to read as 
follows: 


§ 271.703 Tight formations. 

(d) Designated tight formations. * * * 

(90) Frontier Formation in Wyoming. 
RM79-76 (Wyoming-9).—(i) Delineation 
of formation. The Frontier Formation is 
found in Sweetwater County, Wyoming, 
in Townships 23, 24, and 25 North, 
Ranges 101 and 102 West; Townships 24, 
25, and 26 North, Range 103 West; and 
Townships 24 and 25 North, Range 104 
West. 

(ii) Depth. The Frontier Formation is 
defined as being between the base of 
the Baxter Formation and the top of the 
Mowry Formation. The average depjh to 
the top of the Frontier Formation is 
11,530 feet. 


[FR Doc. 82-4203 Filed 2-16-82; &45 am} 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


18 CFR Part 271 
[Docket No. RM79-76 (Wyoming-10)] 


High-Cost Gas Produced From Tight 
Formations; Wyoming 


AGENCY: Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, DOE. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: The Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission is authorized by 
section 107(c)(5) of the Natural Gas 
Policy Act of 1978 to designate certain 
types of natural gas as high-cost gas 
where the Commission determines that 
the gas is produced under conditions 
which present extraordinary risks or 
costs. Under section 107(c)(5), the 
Commission issued a final regulation 
designating natural gas produced from 
tight formations as high-cost gas which 
may receive an incentive price (18 CFR 
271.703). This rule established 


procedures for jurisdictional agencies to 
submit to the Commission 
recommendations of areas for 
designation as tight formations. This 
notice of proposed rulemaking by the 
Director of the Office of Pipeline and 
Producer Regulation contains the 
recommendation of the State of 
Wyoming that the Frontier Formation be 
designated as a tight formation under 

§ 271.703(d). 

DATE: Comments on the proposed rule 
are due on March 15, 1982. 

Public Hearing: No public hearing is 
scheduled in this docket as yet. Written 
requests for a public hearing are due on 
February 26, 1982. 

ADDRESS: Comments and requests for 
hearing must be filed with the Office of 
the Secretary, 825 North Capitol Street, 
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Leslie Lawner, (202) 357-8511, or Victor 
Zabel, (202) 357-8616. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Issued: February 11, 1982. 
I. Background 


On February 3, 1982, the State of 
Wyoming Oil and Gas Conservation 
Commission (Wyoming) submitted to 
the Commissicn a recommendation, in 
accordance with § 271.703 of the 
Commission’s regulations (45 FR 56034, 
August 22, 1980), that the Frontier 
Formation located in Sweetwater and 
Lincoln Counties, Wyoming, be 
designated as a tight formation. 
Pursuant to § 271.703(c}{4) of the 
regulations, this Notice of Proposed 
Rulemaking is hereby issued to 
determine whether Wyoming's 
recommendation that the Frontier 
Formation be designated a tight 
formation should be adopted. The 
United States Geological Survey concurs 
with Wyoming’s recommendation. 
Wyoming's recommendation and 
supporting data are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
inspection. 


II. Description of Recommendation 


The recommended formation is 
located south of the La Barge platform 
area in southwest Wyoming. The area 
contains about 68,500 acres and is in 
Lincoln and Sweetwater Counties, 
Wyoming. It encompasses Township 24 
North, Range 114 West, Sections 1 and 2; 
Township 25 North, Ranges 112 and 113 
West; Township 26 North, Range 112 
West, Sections 4, 9, 16, and 19 through 
36; and Township 26 North, Range 113 
West, Sections 25 through 36. 


Federal Register / Vol: 47, No. 32 / Wednesday, February 17, 1982 / Proposed Rules 


The vertical limits of the Frontier 
Formation are defined by the Baxter 
Shale Formation above and the Mowry 
Shale Formation below. The average 
depth to the top of the productive zone 
is 8,500. The average thickness of the 
Frontier Formation throughout the 
proposed area is between 200 and 250 
feet. 

Ill. Discussion of Recommendation 

Wyoming claims in its submission 
that evidence gathered through 
information and testimony presented at 
a public hearing in Cause No. 1, Order 
No. 1, Docket No. 128-81 convened by 
Wyoming on this matter demonstrates 
that: 

(1) The average in situ gas 
permeability throughout the pay section 
of the proposed area is not expected to 
exceed 0.1 millidarcy; 

(2) The stabilized production rate, 
against atmospheric pressure, of wells 
completed for production from the 
recommended formation, without 
stimulation, is not expected to exceed 
the maximum allowable production rate 
set out in § 271.703(c)(2)(i)(B); and 

(3) No well drilled into the 
recommended formation is expected to 
produce moré than five (5) barrels of oil 
per day. 

Wyoming further asserts that existing 
State and Federal Regulations assure 
that development of this formation will 
not adversely affect any fresh water 
aquifers. 

Accordingly, pursuant to the authority 
delegated to the Director of the Office of 
Pipeline and Producer Regulation by 
Commission Order No. 97, issued in 
Docket No. RM80-68 (45 FR 53456, 
August 12, 1980), notice is hereby given 
of the proposal submitted by Wyoming 
that the Frontier Formation, as 
described and delineated in Wyoming's 
recommendation as filed with the 
Commission, be designated as a tight 
formation pursuant to § 271.703. 


IV. Public Comment Procedures 


Interested persons may comment on 
this proposed rulemaking by submitting 
written data, views or arguments to the 
Office of the Secretary, Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, 825 North 
Capitol Street, NE., Washington, D.C. 
20426, on or before March 15, 1982. Each 
person submitting a comment should 
indicate that the comment is being 
submitted in Docket No. RM79-76 
(Wyoming-10), and should give reasons 
including supporting data for any 
recommendations. Comments should 
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include the name, title, mailing address, 
and telephone number of one person to 
whom communications concerning the 
proposal may be addressed. An original 
and 14 conformed copies should be filed 
with the Secretary of the Commission. 
Written comments will be available for 
public inspection at the Commission’s 
Division of Public Information, Room 
1000, 825 North Captiol Street, NE., 
Washington, D.C., during business 
hours. : 

Any person wishing to present 
testimony, views, data, or otherwise 
participate at a public hearing should 
notify the Commission in writing that 
they wish to make an oral presentation 
and therefore request a public hearing. 
Such request shall specify the amount of 
time requested at the hearing. Requests 
should be filed with the Secretary of the 
Commission no later than February 26, 
1982. 


(Natural Gas Policy Act of 1978 (15 U.S.C. 
3301-3342)) 


Accordingly, the Commission 
proposes to amend the regulations in 
Part 271, Subchapter H, Chapter I, Title 
18, Code of Federal Regulations, as set 
forth below, in the event Wyoming's 
recommendation is adopted. 

Kenneth A. Williams, 
Director, Office of Pipeline and Producer 
Regulation. 


PART 271—CEILING PRICES 


Section 271.703(d) is amended by 
adding new subparagraph (91) to read as 
follows: 


§ 271.703 Tight formations. 

(d) Designated tight formations. 

(91) Frontier Formation in Wyoming. 
RM79-76 (Wyoming-10).—{i) 
Delineation of formation. The Frontier 
Formation is found in Sweetwater and 
Lincoln Counties, Wyoming, and 
encompasses Township 24 North, Range 
114 West, Sections 1 and 2; Township 25 
North, Ranges 112 and 113 West; 
Township 26 North, Range 112 West, 
Sections 4, 9, 16, and 19 through 36; and 
Township 26 North, Range 113 West, 
Sections 25 through 36. 

(ii) Depth. The Frontier Formation's 
vertical limits are defined by the Baxter 
Shale Formation above and the Mowry 
Shale Formation below. The gross 
thickness of the formation averages 
between 200 and 250 feet, and the 
average depth to the top of the Frontier 
Formation is 8,500 feet. 

(FR Doc. 82-4220 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M_ 
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 


Social Security Administration 


| 20 CFR Part 416 


[Reg. No. 16] 
Supplemental Security income for the 
Aged, Blind, and Disabled; income 


AGENCY: Social Security Administration, 
HHS 


" ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: Section 1612 of the Social 
Security Act defines income for 
Supplemental Security Income (SSI) 
purposes and lists the kinds of receipts 
that are not considered to be income 
under the SSI program. Unearned 
income is defined as all income other 
than earned income and includes (but is 
not limited to) “any payments received 
as an annuity, pension, retirement, or 
disability benefit * * *”, as well as 
prizes, awards, certain life insurance 
payments, gifts and inheritances, 
alimony and support payments, rents, 
dividends, interest, and royalties. These 
proposed regulations provide that the 
gross amount of such unearned income 
in the form of other benefit payments is 
to be counted for SSI purposes even 
though only the net amount of the 
benefit is actually received (due to the 
fact that a portion is withheld in order to 
recover a prior overpayment debt). 

The Social Security Administration 
proposes to revise the existing rules that 
count only net receipts. This change is 
proposed in recognition of the fact that 
legal obligations are being satisfied 
(other benefit overpayment-debts are 
being reduced) and that SSI program 
benefits should not make up for an 
individual’s reduction or satisfaction of 
legal obligations. Counting only net 
amounts may result in an increase in SSI 
benefits up to the amount withheld by 
the other benefit program to recover 
prior overpayments, the practical effect 
being that SSI benefits are used to 
satisfy other benefit overpayment debts. 
DATE: Your comments will be 
considered if we receive them no later 
than March 19, 1982. 

ADDRESSES: Comments should be 
submitted in writing to the 
Commissioner of Social Security, 
Department of Health and Human 
Services, P.O. Box 1585, Baltimore, 
Maryland 21203, or delivered to the 
Office of Regulations, Social Security 
Administration, 3-B-4 Operations 
Building, 6401 Security Boulevard, 
Baltimore, Maryland 21235, between 8:00 
a.m. and 4:30 p.m. on regular business 
days. Comments received may be 


inspected during these same hours by 
making arrangements with the contact 
person shown below. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Rita Hauth, Legal Assistant, 3-B-3 
Operations Building, 6401 Security 
Boulevard, Baltimore, Maryland 21235, 
(301) 594-7112. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: We plan 
to revise our rules on the way we count 
income in the SSI program by providing 
that the gross amount of other benefit 
payments will be considered as 
unearned income even though the net 
amount actually received is less because 
a prior benefit overpayment is being 
recovered. 

Section 1611 of the Social Security Act 
states that the amount of an individual's 
income is a condition of eligibility for 
SSI benefits. Section 1612 of the Act 
siaies that, with listed exceptions, 
income that is not earned is unearned 
and includes any payments such as 
annuities, pensions, retirement, or 
disability benefits. The statute does not 
cite reduction of other benefit payments 
to recover prior overpayments as one of 
the listed income exclusions. 

In cases where benefit payments 
under other programs are reduced to 
recover overpayments, the Social 
Security Administration now counts 
actual in-hand receipts of such unearned 
income in determining eligibility for and 
the amount of an SSI benefit. This policy 
results in SSI benefits, in effect, being 
used to repay legal debts. Further, if the 
entire amount of the benefit is not 
counted, repayment of the legal 
obligation is, in effect, ignored, for SSI 
benefits are concomitantly increased by 
amounts up to the amount withheld by 
the other benefit program. We believe ~ 
that a policy change to address this 
situation is consistent with the language 
and intent of the Social Security Act. 
Counting the gross amount parallels the 
typical situation where an individual 
receives his or her full benefit payment 
and voluntarily uses some or all of it to 
repay an outstanding debt. 

We recognize that a problem can arise 
if, at the time of overpayment of the 
other program benefit, SSI benefits were 
also being received. The SSI benefits 
would have been reduced because of the 
other benefit payment, including the 
overpaid amount. Counting the gross 
amount of the other program benefit 
when the overpayment is being 
recovered could constitute double- 
counting of the same income for SSI 
purposes. We have not yet resolved how 
to treat the problem and invite comment 
on this issue. We expect after 
considering all comments to provide a 
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solution and include it in the final 
regulation that will implement these 
rules. 

These regulations provide for revising 
§ 416.1123(b) which explains how we 
count unearned income. In addition to 
setting out the new policy, we have also 
made minor editorial changes to the 
material presently in paragraph (b). 


Regulatory Procedures 
Executive Order 12291 ' 


These regulations have been reviewed 
under Executive Order 12291 and do not 
meet any of the criteria for a major 
regulation. Therefore, a regulatory 
impact analysis is not required. 


Regulatory Flexibility Act 


We certify that these regulations, if 
promulgated, will not have a significant 
impact on a substantial number of small 
entities because they affect only 
individuals. Therefore, a regulatory 
flexibility analysis as provided in Pub. L. 
96-354, the Regulatory Flexibility Act, is 
not required. 


Paperwork Reduction Act 


These regulations impose no 
additional reporting and recordkeeping 
requirement requiring OMB clearance. 
SSA has clearance for the form (SSA- 
8150, OMB No. 0960-0128) on which 
beneficiaries report changes in income. 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
program No. 13.807, Supplementary Security 
Income Program) 

Dated: January 21, 1982. 

John A. Svahn, 
Commissioner of Social Security. 


Approved: February 8, 1982. 
Richard S. Schweiker, 
Secretary, Health and Human Services. 


PART 426—SUPPLEMENTAL 
SECURITY INCOME FOR THE AGED, 
BLIND, AND DISABLED 


Part 416 of Title 20 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations is amended as 
follows: 

1. The authority citation for Subpart K 
of Part 416 reads as follows: 

Authority: Secs. 1102, 1611, 1612, 1613, 1614, 
and 1631, of the Social Security Act, as 
amended; sec. 211 of Pub. L. 93-66; 49 Stat 
647, as amended, 86 Stat. 1466, 86 Stat. 1468, 
86 Stat. 1470, 86 Stat. 1471, 86 Stat. 1475, 87 
Stat. 154 (42 U.S.C. 1302, 1382, 1382a, 1382b, 
1382c, and 1383). 


2. In § 416.1123 paragraph (b) is 
revised to read as follows: 


§ 416.1123 How we count unearned 
income. 
* * + * * 

(b) Amount considered as income. We 
may count more or less than the amount 


you actually receive to be your 
unearned income. 

(1) We count more than you actually 
receive where another benefit payment 
(such as social security insurance 
benefit) (see § 416.1121) has been 
reduced to recover a previous 
overpayment of that benefit. You are 
repaying a legal obligation through the 
withholding of portions of your benefit 
amount, and the amount of the debt 
reduction is also considered unearned 
income. 

Example: Joe, an SSI beneficiary, is also 
entitled to Social Security insurance benefits 
in the amount of $200 per month. However, 
because of a prior overpayment of his Social * 
Security insurance benefits, $20 per month is 
being withheld to recover the overpayment. 
In figuring the amount of his SSI benefits, the 
full monthly Social Security insurance benefit 
of $200 is counted as unearned income. _ 


(2) We count less than you actually 
receive if part of the payment is for an 
expense you had in getting the payment. 
For example, if you are paid for 
damages you receive in an accident, we 
subtract from the amount of the 
payment, your medical, legal, or other 
expenses connected with the accident. 
Also, if you receive a retroactive check 
from a benefit program other than SSI, 
legal fees connected with the claim are 
subtracted. We do not subtract from any 
taxable unearned income the part you 
have to use to pay personal income 
taxes. The payment of taxes is not an 
expense you have in getting income. 

(3) In certain situations, we may 
consider someone else’s income to be 
available to you, whether or not it 
actually is. (For the rules on this 
process, called deeming, see §§ 426.1160 
through 416.1169.) 

[FR Doc. 82-4292 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4190-11-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

21 CFR Part 193 

[FAP 9H5208/P76] 

Norfiurazon; Proposed Food Additive 
Regulation 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: This notice proposes that a 
food additive regulation be established 
for the herbicide norflurazon in or on“ 
dried hops. This proposal to establish 
the maximum permissible level for 
residues of norflurazon in or on dried 
hops was requested by Sandoz, Inc. 
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DATE: Written comments must be 
received on or before March 19, 1982. 


ADDRESS: Written comments to: Richard 
F, Mountfort, Product Manager (PM) 23, 
Registration Division (TS-767C), Office 
of Pesticide Programs, Environmental 
Protection Agency, 401 M St., SW., 
Washington, DC 20460. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Richard F. Mountfort (703-557-1830). 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: EPA 
issued a notice that published in the 
Federal Register of April 23, 1979 (44 FR 
23932) that Sandoz Inc., 480 Camino del 
Rio South, San Diego, CA 92108, had 
filed a food additive petition (FAP 
9H5208) with the EPA. This petition 
proposed a regulation be established 
permitting the combined residues of the 
herbicide norflurazon [4-chloro-5- 
(methylamino)-2-(alpha, alpha, alpha- 
trifluoro-m-toly]l)-3(2H)-pyridazinone] 
and its desmethy! metabolite [4-chloro- 
5-amino-2-(alpha, alpha, alphe-trifluoro- 
im-tolyl)-3(2H)-pyridazinone] in or on 
dried hops with a tolerance limitation of 
2.60 parts per million (ppm). Sandoz, Inc. 
subsequently amended the petition by 
increasing the tolerance level to 3.0 ppm. 
No comments were received in response 
to this notice of filing. 

The data submitted in the petition and 
other relevant material have been 
evaluated. The relevant data pertaining 
to this proposed regulation are included 
in the proposed establishment of 
tolerances (PP 9F2177/P211) for 
norflurazon on a variety of raw 
agricultural commodities which appears 
elsewhere in this issue of the Federal 
Register. 

It is concluded that the pesticide may 
be safely used in the prescribed manner 
when such use is in accordance with the 
label and labeling registered pursuant to 
FIFRA, as amended (86 Stat. 973; 7 
U.S.C. 135(a) et seq.). Therefore it is 
proposed that 21 CFR part 193 be 
amended as set forth below. 

Any person who has registered or 
submitted an application for registration 
of a pesticide, in accordance with the 
Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and 
Rodenticide Act (FIFRA) as amended, 
which contains any of the ingredients 
listed herein, may request, on or before 
March 19, 1982, that this proposed 
rulemaking be referred to an Advisory 
Committee in accordance with section 
408(e) of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act. 

Interested persons are invited to 
submit written comments on this 
proposed regulation. Comments must 
bear a notation indicating the document 
control number “(FAP 9H5208/P76).” All 
written comments filed in response to 
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this petition will be available in the 
office of Richard F. Mountfort at the 
address given above from 8:00 a.m. to 
4:00 p.m., Monday through Friday, 
except legal holidays. 

As required by Executive Order 12291, 
the EPA has determined that this 
proposed rule is not a “Major” rule and 
therefore does not require a Regulatory 
Impact Analysis. In addition, the Office 
of Management and Budget (OMB) has 
exempted this proposed regulation from 
the OMB review requirements of 
Executive Order 12291, pursuant to 
section 8(b) of that Order. 

Pursuant to the requirements of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act (Pub. L. 96- 
534, 94 Stat. 1164, 5 U.S.C. 601-612), the 
Administrator has determined that 
proposed régulations establishing new 
food or feed additive levels, or 
conditions for safe use of additives, or 
raising such food or feed additive levels 
do not have a significant economic 
impact on a substantial number of small 
entities. A certification statement to this 
effect was published in the Federal 
Register of May 4, 1981 (46 FR 24945). 

Dated: February 4, 1982. 

(Sec. 409(c)(1), 72 Stat. 1786 (21 U.S.C. 
346(c)(1))) 

Douglas D. Campt, 

Director, Registration Division, Office of 
Pesticide Programs. 


PART 193—TOLERANCES FOR 
PESTICIDES IN FOOD ADMINISTERED 
BY THE ENVIRONMENTAL 
PROTECTION AGENCY 


Therefore, it is proposed that 21 CFR 
Part 193 be amended by adding a new 
§ 193.324 to read as follows: 


§ 193.324 Norflurazon. 

A regulation is established for the 
combined residues of the herbicide 
norflurazon [4-chloro-5-(methylamino)-2- 
(alpha, alpha, alpha-trifluroro-m-tolyl)- 
3(2H)-pyridazinone] and its desmethyl 
metabolite [4-chloro-5-amino-2-(alpha, 
alpha, alpha-trifluoro-m-tolyl)-3(2H)- 
pyridazinone] in dried hops at 3.0 parts 
per million when present therein as a 
result of its application to the growing 
crop. 

[FR Doc. 82-4112 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-32-M 


21 CFR Part 561 

[PH-FRL-2052-3; FAP 2H5332/P77) 
Norflurazon; Proposed Feed Additive 
Regulation 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: This notice proposes that a 


feed additive regulation be established 
for the combined residues of the 
herbicide norflurazon in or on the 
animal feed items citrus molasses and 
dried citrus pulp. This proposal to 
establish the maximum permissible level 
for the combined residues of norflurazon 
in or on these commodities was 
requested by Sandoz, Inc. 

DATE: Written comments must be 
received on or before March 19, 1982. 
ADDRESS: Written comments to: Richard 
F. Mountfort, Product Manager (PM) 23, 
Registration Division (TS-767C), Office 
of Pesticide Programs, Environmental 
Protection Agency, 401 M St., SW., 
Washington, DC 20460. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Richard F. Mountfort (703-557-1830). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: This 
notice of proposed rulemaking 
announces that Sandoz Inc., 480 Camino 
del Rio South, San Diego, CA 92108, has 
submitted a feed additive petition (FAP 
2H5332) to the EPA proposing that a 
regulation be established permitting the 
combined residues of the herbicide 
norflurazon [4-chloro-5-(methylamino)-2- 
(alpha, alpha, alpha-trifluoro-m-tolyl)- 
3(2H)-pyridazinone] and its desmethyl 
metabolite [4-chloro-5-amino-2-{alpha, 
alpha, alpha-trifluoro-m-tolyl)-3(2H)- 
pyridazinone] in or on citrus molasses at 
1.0 part per million (ppm) and dried 
citrus pulp at 0.4 ppm. 

The data submitted in the petition and 
other relevant material have been 
‘evaluated. The relevant data pertaining 
to this proposed regulation are included 
in the proposed tolerances (PP 9F2177/ 
P213) for norflurazon and its desmethyl 
metabolite appearing elsewhere in this 
issue of the Federal Register. 

It is concluded that the pesticide may 
be safely used in the prescribed manner 
when such use is in accordance with the 
label and labeling registered pursuant to 
FIFRA, as amended (86 Stat. 973; 7 
U.S.C. 135(a) et. seqg.). Therefore, it is 
proposed that 21 CFR Part 561 be 
amended as set forth below. 

Any person who has registered or 
submitted an application for registration 
of a pesticide, in accordance with the 
Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and 
Rodenticide Act (FIFRA) as amended, 
which contains any of the ingredients 
listed herein, may request, on or before 
March 19, 1982, that this proposed 
rulemaking be referred to an Advisory 
Committee in accordance with section 
408(e) of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act. 

Interested persons are invited to 
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submit written comments on this 
proposed regulation. Comments must 
bear a notation indicating the document 
control number “(FAP 2H5332/P77).” All 
written comments filed in response to 
this petition will be available in the 
office of Richard F. Mountfort at the 
address given above from 8:00 a.m. to 
4:00 p.m., Monday through Friday, 
except legal holidays. 

As required by Executive Order 12291, 
the EPA has determined that this 
proposed rule is not a “Major” rule and 
therefore does not require a Regulatory 
Impact Analysis. In addition, the Office 
of Management and Budget (OMB) has 
exempted this proposed regulation from 
the OMB review requirements of 
Executive Order 12291, pursuant to 
section 8(b) of that Order. 

Pursuant to the requirements of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act (Pub. L. 96- 
534, 94 Stat. 1164, 5 U.S.C. 601-612), the 
Administrator has determined that 
proposed regulations establishing new 
food or feed additive levels, or 
conditions for safe use of additives, or 
raising such food or feed additive levels 
do not have a significant economic 
impact on a substantial number of small 
entities. A certification statement to this 
effect was published in the Federal 
Register of May 4, 1981 (46 FR 24945). 


(Sec. 409(c)(1), 72 Stat. 1786 (21 U.S.C. 
346(c)(1))) 

Dated: February 4, 1982. 
Douglas D. Campt, 
Director, Registration Division, Office of 
Pesticide Programs. 


PART 561—TOLERANCES FOR 
PESTICIDES IN ANIMAL FEEDS 
ADMINISTERED BY THE 
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 


Therefore, it is proposed that 21 CFR 
Part 561 be amended by adding a new 
§ 561.283 to read as follows: 


§ 561.283 Norflurazon. 

A regulation is established for the 
combined residues of the herbicide 
norflurazon [4-chloro-5-(methylamino)-2- 
(alpha, alpha, alpha-trifluoro-m-toly])- 
3(2H)-pyridazinone] and its desmethyl 
metabolite [4-chloro-5-amino-2-(alpha, 
alpha, alpha-trifluoro-m-tolyl)-3(2H)- 
pyridazinone] in citrus molasses at 1.0 
part per million (ppm) and dried citrus 
pulp at 0.4 ppm when present therein as 
a result of the application of the 
pesticide to the growing crop. 

[FR Doc. 82-4116 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-32-M 





DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
Drug Enforcement Administration 
21 CFR Part 1308 


Schedules of Controlled Substances 
Excepted Stimulant and Depressant 
Compounds 

AGENCY: Drug Enforcement 
Administration, Justice. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 


SUMMARY: This proposed rule lists the 
products which have been granted 
excepted status under the Controlled 
Substances Act since the last notice was 
published on March 31, 1977 (42 FR 
17301). This listing will be used to 
update the Table of Excepted 
Prescription Drugs to Part 1308. Further, 
all excepted products which the 
manufacturers have discontinued 
marketing will be removed from this 
table. 

DATE: Comments must be submitted on 
or before March 19, 1982. 

ADDRESS: Comment and objections 
should be submitted in quintuplicate to 
the Administrator, Drug Enforcement 
Administration, 1405 I Street, N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20537, Attention: DEA 
Federal Register Representative. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Howard McClain, Jr., Chief, Regulatory 
Control Division, Drug Enforcement 
Administration, Washington, D.C. 20537, 
Telephone: (202) 633-1366. 


Trade name or other designation 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Section 
202(d) of the Comprehensive Drug 
Abuse Prevention and Control Act of 
1970 (21 U.S.C. 812(d)) authorizes the 
Attorney General to except preparations 
containing stimulant or depressant 
controlled substances from specific 
provisions of the Act if certain criteria 
are met. An exception may be granted if 
the stimulant or depressant controlled 
substance is combined with one or more 
active medicinal ingredients which have 
no stimulant or depressant effect, and 
whose presence vitiates the potential for 
abuse of the stimulant or depressant 
controlled substance. 


21 CFR Part 1308, Table of Excepted 
Prescription Drugs, lists those products 
which have been granted excepted 
status as of March 31, 1977, as published 
at 42 FR 17300. Since that time a number 
of applications for exceptions have been 
received and reviewed by the Drug 
Enforcement Administration. This notice 
lists those products which have been 
granted excepted status since March 31, 
1977, pursuant to 21 CFR 1308.31. 


The Table of Excepted Prescription 
Drugs in 21 CFR Part 1308 has a column 
heading entitled status which refers to 
the marketing status of the product. A 
DISC under the status column means 
that the manufacturer has discontinued 
marketing the product while a blank 
space indicates that the product is 
marketed as of the date of publication of 


TABLE OF EXCEPTED PRESCRIPTION DRUGS 








ACETYLSAL 10 W PHENOBARBITAL 


ALISED REVISED 
ALLERGY FORMULA 


ANISOTROPINE METHYLBROMIDE W PB 


ANT! SPAS 


PHENOBARBITAL, 16.2000MG .... 

ATROPINE SULFATE, 0.1300MG 
PHENOBARBITAL, 16.2000MG ... 
EPHEDRINE SULFATE, 24.3000MG 
BELLADONNA P.E., 5.0000MG ... 
CHLORPHENIRAMINE MALEATE, 4.0000MG .... 
AMOBARBITAL, 15.0000MG 

BELLADONNA EXTRACT, 10.0000MG . 
PHENOBARBITAL, 15.0000MG 
ANISOTROPINE METHYLBROMIDE, 50.0000MG.... 
PHENOBARBITAL, 16.2000MG 
HYOSCYAMINE SULFATE, 0.1037MG.. 
ATROPINE SULFATE, 0.0194MG 
HYOSCINE HBR, 0.0065MG... 
PHENOBARBITAL, 16.2000MG 

HYOSCINE HBR, 0.0065MG... 

ATROPINE SULFATE, 0.0194MG. 
HYOSCYAMINE SULFATE, 0.1037MG... 
PHENOBARBITAL, 16.2000MG/5ML 
HYOSCYAMINE SULFATE, 0.1037MG/5ML .. 
ATROPINE SULFATE, 0.0194MG/5ML 
HYOSCINE HBR, 0.0065MG/5ML. 


PHENOBARBITAL, 16.2000MG..... 
HYOSCYAMINE SULFATE, 0.103 
ATROPINE SULFATE, 0.0194MG. 
HYOSCINE HBR, 0.0065MG 
PHENOBARBITAL, 16.2000MG 
HYOSCYAMINE SULFATE, 0.1037MG... 
ATROPINE SULFATE, 0.0194MG. 
HYOSCINE HBR, 0.0065MG 
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the table. To further update the Table of 
Excepted Prescription Drugs, all 
excepted products which are no longer 
marketed will be removed from the table 
and the s¢atus column will no longer be 
used. It should be noted that the 
exceptions for these products have not 
been revoked. 


PART 1308—SCHEDULES OF 
CONTROLLED SUBSTANCES 
[AMENDED] 

Therefore, under the authority vested 
in the Attorney General by section 
202(d) of the Act (21 U.S.C. 812(d)), and 
delegated to the Administrator of the 
Drug Enforcement Administration by 
regulations of the Department of Justice 
(28 CFR Part 0.100), the Acting» 
Administrator hereby proposes to 


‘amend 21 CFR Part 1308, Table of 


Excepted Prescription Drugs* as follows 
by: 

1. Removing from the table all 
products which are no longer marketed 
and listed as DISC under the status 
column, and 

2. Adding in the appropriate place, the 
following list of products which have 
been granted exceptions since March 31, 
1977: 


* * * * * 


*Editional note.—Table printed in a separate 
volume of the Code of Federal Regulations entitled 
Part 1300 to End (Part 1308 Table.) 


Manufacturer or supplier name 
PARK PHARMACAL INC scscscssenennnsnfenmsnnemaene 
ELDER P B COMPANY sid 
| DELAVAU J W S INC. 
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TABLE OF EXCEPTED PRESCRIPTION DRUGS—Continued 


Fem of pai NG coe 


..| PHENOBARBITAL, 16.2000MG/5ML 
HYOSCYAMINE SULFATE, 0.1037MG/5ML . 


Trade name or other designation 


ANTISPASMODIC COMPOUND WHITE 


ANTISPASMODIC GREEN 


APC WA PHENOBARBITAL WHITE .. 


APC W PHENOBARBITAL YELLOW............:sssseersssees 


ASPIRIN W PHENOBARBITAL 


ASPIRIN W PHENOBARBITAL...........-..0+00-sessserneesnsenees 


ATROPINE W PHENOBARBITAL 


ATRL) GI VIE) ecscccoresoncccsscnsncecennicsnsestsovtonbonsl 


BARBELOID YELLOW. 


BARBIDONNA 


BARBIDONNA NO. 2. 


BELLADONNA ALKALOIDS W PHENOBARBITAL... 


BELLADONNA ALKALOIDS W PHENOBARBITAL... 


BELLADONNA EXT. & PHENOBARBITAL. 


BELLADONNA W PHENOBARBITAL 
BELLADONNA WITH BUTABARBITAL ... 


EL 


EL 


ATROPINE SULFATE, 0.0194MG/5ML 


ALCOHOL, 1.1500ML/SML. 
PHENOBARBITAL, 16.2000MG .. 


HYOSCYAMINE SULFATE, 0.1037MG.... 
PHENOBARBITAL, 16.2000MG 
HYOSCYAMINE SULFATE, 0.1037MG... 
ATROPINE SULFATE, 0.0194M6G..... 
SCOPOLAMINE HBR, 0.0065MG 

..| PHENOBARBITAL, 16.2000MG ... 
HYOSCYAMINE SULFATE, 0.103 
ATROPINE SULFATE, 0.0194MG.... 
SCOPOLAMINE HBR, 0.0065MG 
PHENOBARBITAL, 16.0000MG.... 
ATROPINE SULFATE, 0.1950MG. 
PHENOBARBITAL, 16.0000MG .... 
ATROPINE SULFATE, 0.1950MG. 
PHENOBARBITAL, 3.0000MG 
ATROPINE SULFATE, 0.0390MG. 
PHENOBARBITAL, 16.2000MG .... 


PHENACETIN, 162.0000MG.. 
CAFFEINE, 16.2000MG 
PHENOBARBITAL, 15.0000MG ... 
ASPIRIN, 210.0000MG.... 
PHENACETIN, 150.0000MG.. 
CAFFEINE, 30.0000MG a 
Saat aad 15: 0000MG ... 


PHENOBARBITAL, 15.0000M6G... 
PHENOBARBITAL, 16.2000MG ... 


..| BUTALBITAL, 50.0000MG 
ACETAMINOPHEN, 325.0000MG 


..| PHENOBARBITAL, 32.4000MG 
HYOSCYAMINE SULFATE, 0.2074MG 
ATROPINE SULFATE, 0.0388MG. 
HYOSCINE HBR, 0.0130MG..... 
PHENOBARBITAL, 16.2000MG 
HYOSCINE HBR, 0.0065MG..... 
ATROPINE SULFATE, 0.0194MG. 
HYOSCYAMINE SULFATE, 01037MG 
PHENOBARBITAL, 16.2000MG 
HYOSCYAMINE SULFATE, 0.1037MG 
ATROPINE SULFATE, 0.0194MG.... 
SCOPOLAMINE HBR, 0.0065MG 

..| PHENOBARBITAL, 16.0000MG/5ML... 


HYOSCYAMINE SULFATE, 0.1286MG/5ML .. 
ATROPINE SULFATE, 0.0250MG/5ML..... 


SCOPOLAMINE HBR, 0.0074MG/5ML 
PHENOBARBITAL, 16.0000MG 
HYOSCYAMINE SULFATE, 0.1286MG 
ATROPINE SULFATE, 0.0250MG..... 
SCOPOLAMINE HBR, 0.0074MG 
PHENOBARBITAL, 32.0000MG ... 
HYOSCYAMINE SULFATE, 0.1286MG 
ATROPINE SULFATE, 0.0250MG. 
SCOPOLAMINE HBR, 0.0074MG 


PHENOBARBITAL, 16.2000MG/SML... 


HYOSCYAMINE SULFATE, 0.1037MG/5ML .. 
ATROPINE SULFATE, 0.0194MG/5ML... 


HYOSCINE HBR, 0.0065MG/5ML..... 


BELLADONNA LEAF P.E., 15.0000MG.... 


| STAYNER CORPORATION _..| 00123-0149 
~_| DRUMMER LABS 45124-0879 
"_| DRUMMER LABS... 

_.| POYTHRESS & CO INC 


"| POYTHRESS & CO INC 


| POYTHRESS & CO INC cccneneeseeee _| 00095-0042 


so OOM ies eR ices 
~_| FREEPORT DRUG CO 


«| ADRIA LABORATORIES...sccceceocseseee] 00013-1211 


._| US ETHICALS INC ...] 00313-0281 


w] VALE CHEMICAL CO .sccccsnsesensrseeene 


VALE CHEMICAL CO..........1:sesssssessvsennnessnee 


"| WALLACE LABORATORIES 


..| WALLACE LABORATORIES ....| 00037-0301 


...| WALLACE LABORATORIES 00037-0311 


ET TE Reece +e aaa 


...| KAISER FOUND. HOSP 


| DRUMMER LABS 
~| RUGBY LABORATORIES. 
«| RUGBY LABORATORIES ..eccseeeeneeeeeen 
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TABLE OF ExCEPTED PRESCRIPTION DRUGS—Continued 


Fae rao ob dort Ne oe 
* 


DELAVAU J W S INC........... a 


OX BILE P.E., 24.3000MG 

..| PHENOBARBITAL, 14.6120MG/SML..... J cconsosseasmnnssotcsiconeesssasencad] SCRE ORIG 
PATASSIUM CITRATE, 913.2400MG/5ML .. J 
TINCTURE 


1-HYOSCYAMINE SULFATE, 0.1250MG . 
_| BUTABARBITAL SODIUM, 10.0000MG 


CANTIL W PHENOBARBITAL. os J ] MERRELL-NATIONAL LAB 


CHLORDIAZEPOXIDE W CLIDINIUM BROMIDE CHLORDIAZEPOXIDE HCL, 5.0000MG. ‘| CHELSEA LABORATORIES. 
CLIDINIUM BROMIDE, 2.5000MG.. 


CHOLOXITAL CHARTREUSE 


OX BILE EXTRACT, 16.2000MG.... 
POLYSORBATE 80, 64.8000MG 


CHLORDIAZEPOXIDE HCL, 5.0000MG. 
CLIDINIUM BROMIDE, 2.5000MG 
| BUTABARBITAL SODIUM, 16.2000MG. 


PENTOBARBITAL SODIUM, 16.0000MG.... 
EPHEDRINE HCL, 16.2000MG 
ALUMINUM HYDROXIDE GEL DRIED, 325.0000MG.. 


PHENOBARBITAL, 16.2000MG .. WALLACE LABORATORIES... 
AMINOPHYLLINE, 200.000MG .. | 
EPHEDRINE HCL, 16.2000MG ... 


ALUMINUM HYDROXIDE GEL DRIED, 160.0000MG.. 


DICYCLOMINE HCL W PB PHENOBARBITAL, 15.0000MG .. 
DICYCLOMINE HCL, 20.0000MG... 

DICYCLOMINE HCL W PB.... PHENOBARBITAL, 15.0000MG ... 

: DICYCLOMINE, 10.0000MG... 

PHENOBARBITAL, 20.0000MG ... 
DICYCLOMINE HCL, 15.0000MG... 
PHENOBARBITAL, 15.0000MG .. 
DICYCLOMINE HCL, 10.0000MG..... 
PHENOBARBITAL, 15.0000MG .. 
DICYCLOMINE HCL, 10.0000MG.... 
PHENOBARBITAL, 15.0000MG 
DICYCLOMINE HCL, 20.0000MG... 
PHENOBARBITAL, 15.0000MG .. 


RUGBY LABORATORIES. 
ERGOTAMINE TARTRATE, 0.3000MG . 
HYOSCYAMINE SULFATE, 0.1000MG... 

STEWART-JACKSON.... 


i RUGBY LABORATORIES... 
TRIDIHEXETHYL. CHLORIDE, 25.0000MG .... 
MEPROBAMATE, 400.0000MG... RUGBY LABORATORIES. 
TRIDIHEXETHYL, 25.0000MG .... 
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TABLE OF EXCEPTED PRESCRIPTION DRUGS—Continued 


See ee 


HYOSITAL GREEN... 


HYOSOPHEN 


HYOSOPHEN TABLETS 


LUFYLLIN-EPG 


MANNITOL HEXANITRATE & PHENOBARBITAL 


MEDIGESIC PLUS 


MEDIGESIC PLUS MODIFIED FORMULA................... 


MISALOID GREEN. 


..| PHENOBARBITAL, 15.0000MG/4ML.... 
ATROPINE SULFATE, 0.0194MG/4ML.. 


ATROPINE SULFATE, 0.0194MG... 
HYOSCYAMINE SULFATE, 0.1037MG.. 


HYOSCYAMINE SULFATE, 0.1037MG .. 
ATROPINE SULFATE, 0.0194MG... 


ATROPINE SULFATE, 0.0194M6G.... 


HYOSCINE HBR, 0.0065MG/SML 
ATROPINE SULFATE, 0.0194MG/SML ... 


HYOSCYAMINE SULFATE, 0.1037MG/5ML . 


PHENOBARBITAL, 16.2000MG ... 





| CALDWELL & BLOOR CO... 
"| CALDWELL & BLOOR CO 
| CALDWELL & BLOOR CO..cccsesenneneue] 00361-2131 
~] RUGBY LABORATORIES 
j ie LABORATORIES 


'| MACESLIN & COMPANY 


‘| STUART PHARM (DEL) 
| WALLACE LABORATORIES ...ccsccccseenee 
‘| WALLACE LABORATORIES -..ccccscsnsneen 


‘| WALLACE LABORATORIES 


00166-0748 


45124-0849 


| 00184-0211 


'| MEDICS PHARMACEUTICS. 00184-0212 


JENKINS LABS INC ..000.ceccescessnesnesesesseee] 00397-2440 


’] POYTHRESS & CO INC 


'] POYTHRESS & CO INC 


‘| O'NEAL JONES FELDMAN 
‘| DELTA DRUG (FLA) 


|] DELTA DRUG (FLA). 


WALLACE LABORATORIES ..........-...-0+++00-+ 


.| WALLACE LABORATORIES 
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PB PHE-BELL 


PHARMASED LIQUID. 


SEDACORD TD 


SEDAPAP-10 WHITE 


SPECIAL FORMULA #7025 
SPECIAL FORMULA #7022 


SPECIAL FORMULA 7012 


TB 
TB 


TB 
TB 


TB 


TB 





TABLE OF ExCEPTED PRESCRIPTION DRUGS—Continued 


PENOBARBITAL, 32.0000MG 
HYOSCYAMINE HBR, 0.2592MG.. 
BUTALBITAL, 30.0000MG .. 

CAFFEINE, 40.0000MG... 

ASPIRIN, 200.0000MG.... 
ACETAMINOPHEN, 140.0000MG.. 
PHENOBARBITAL, 16.20000MG 
BELLADONNA P.E., 10.8000MG... 
PHENOBARBITAL, 16.2000MG/5M 
HYOSCYAMINE SULFATE, 0.1037MG/5M 
ATROPINE SULFATE, 0.0194MG/5ML 
HYOSCINE HBR, 0.0065MG-5ML .. 
ALCOHOL, 1.1500ML/5ML. 
PHENOBARBITAL, 15.0000MG . 
BELLADONNA EXTRACT, 10.8000M' 
PHENOBARBITAL SODIUM, 16.2000MG. 
BELLADONNA EXTRACT, 10.0000MG 
PHENOBARBITAL, 16.2000MG . 
ATROPINE, 0.2160MG 
PHENOBARBITAL, 16.2000MG . 
HYOSCYAMINE SULFATE, 0.1 
BUTALBITAL, 50.0000MG 
ACETAMINOPHEN 325.0000MG 
PHENOBARBITAL, 15.0000MG 
PROPANTHELINE BROMIDE, 15.0000MG... 
PHENOBARBITAL, 15.0000MG . 
PASSIFLORA EXTRACT, 1.0000MG. 
HYOSCYAMUS EXTRACT, 22.0000M 
PHENOBARBITAL 16.20000MG 
HYOSCYAMINE SULFATE, 0.1060MG. 
HYOSCINE HBR, 0.0070MG 
HOMATROPINE METHYLBROMIDE, 0.5670MG 
PHENOBARBITAL, 16.20000MG 
BELLADONNA ALKALOIDS, 0.1296MG 
PHENOBARBITAL, 8.0000MG 
THEOPHYLLINE, 130.0000MG .. 
EPHEDRINE HCL, 24.0000MG ... 
BUTALBITAL, 32.4000MG ... 


SALICYLSALICYLIC ACID, 97.2000MG 

CAFFEINE, 43.2000MG. 

SECOBARBITAL, 50.0000MG.... 
PENTAERYTHRITOL TETRANITRATE, 30.0000MG.. 


..| PHENOBARBITAL, 16.2000MG/S5ML.... 


HYOSCYAMINE SULFATE, 0.1037MG/ 
ATROPINE SULFATE, 0.0194MG/5ML...... 
HYOSCINE HBR 0.0065MG/5ML. 
ALCOHOL, 1.1500ML/5ML. 


..| PHENOBARBITAL, 50.0000MG . 


ATROPINE SULFATE, 0.0600MG 
HYOSCYAMINE SULFATE, 0.3000MG.. 
HYOSCINE HBR, 0.0200MG.. 
BUTALBITAL, 50.0000MG 
ACETAMINOPHEN, 648.0000MG.. 
PHENOBARBITAL, 16.2000MG 
HYOSCYAMINE SULFATE, 0.1037MG. 
SCOPOLAMINE HBR, 0.0065MG 
ATROPINE SULFATE, 0.0194MG... 


..| PHENOBARBITAL, 16.2000MG/5ML..... 


HYOSCYAMINE SULFATE, 0.1037MG/SML 
ATROPINE SULFATE, 0.0194MG/5ML..... 
HYOSCINE HBR, 0.0065MG/5ML. 
ALCOHOL, 1.1500ML/S5ML. 


..| PHENOBARBITAL, 16.2000M 


HYOSCYAMINE SULFATE, 0.1037MG. 
HYOSCINE HBR, 0.0065MG 
ATROPINE SULFATE, 0.0194MG.. 


..| PHENOBARBITAL, 16.2000MG . 


THEOBROMINE, 324.0000MG..... 
PHENOBARBITAL, 8.1000MG .... 
MAGNESIUM TRISILICATE,486.0000MG. 
ATROPINE SULFATE, 0.2160MG 
PHENOBARBITAL, 16.2000MG 
BELLADONNA EXTRACT, 16.2000MG 
PSEUDOEPHEDRINE HCL, 25.0000MG... 
PHENYLPROPANOLAMINE HCL, 25.0000 
PHENOBARBITAL, 16.2000MG 
HYOSCYAMINE SULFATE, 0.1037MG. 
ATROPINE SULFATE, 0.0194MG.. 
HYOSCINE HBR, 0.0065MG 


..| PHENOBARBITAL, 16.2000MG 


ASPIRIN, 648.0000MG 

PHENOBARBITAL, 8.0000MG ... 
THEOPHYLLINE ANHYDROUS, 130.0000MG 
EPHEDRINE HCL, 24.0000MG 


..| PHENOBARBITAL, 8.0000MG ... 


THEOPHYLLINE, 130.0000MG .. 
EPHEDRINE HCL, 24.0000MG.. 
PHENOBARBITAL, 8.1000MG ... 
THEOPHYLLINE, 129.6000MG 
EPHEDRINE SULFATE, 24.3000MG. 





".| LASALLE LABORATORIES. 


-_| LANPAR COMPANY 


~.| PHARMECON INC 


"| (ON LABORATORIES. 

~.| 1ON LABORATORIES. 

~..| CALDWELL & BLOOR CO 
~.| MEDCO SUPPLY CO 

...| CARNRICK LABS 


"| THREE P PRODUCTS 


~.| WESLEY PHARMACAL CO.. 


-.| QUAKER CITY PHARM CO 


~.| BOOTS PHARMACEUTICAL... 


| BARROWS PHARMACAL 


-.| AREND MILLER PHARM 


"| AREND MILLER PHARM 


"| MAYRAND PHARM INC 00259-1278 


| PASADENA RESEARCH 00418-4072 


«| CENTURY PHARM ING 


~.| LASALLE LABORATORIES 
...| FERNDALE LABS 
..| FERNDALE LABS 


~.| FERNDALE LABS 


..| FOY LABS INC 


"| ORTEGA PHARM CO... ...] 00191-0134 
..| PROFESSIONAL SERVICE 49335-1203 


| RUGBY LABORATORIES ...| 00596-4648 


...| CALDWELL & BLOOR CO 00361-2369 





— 
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TABLE OF EXCEPTED PRESCRIPTION DRUGS—Continued 


Trade name or other designation 
THEOPHYLLINE EPHEDRINE HCL & PB 
TRI-HEXABAMATE 


TRI-HEXABAMATE ... 
WESCOPHEN-S PURPLE 


Interested persons are invited to submit comments or objections in writing with regard to this proposal. All correspond- 
ence regarding this matter should be submitted in quintuplicate to the Administrator, Drug Enforcement Administration, 1405 I 


Street NW., Washington, D.C. 20537, Attention: DEA Federal Register Representative. 


After consideration of any comments or objections to this proposal, the Acting Administrator shall issue his final order 


and publish it in the Federal Register. 


These matters have been informally discussed with the Office of Management and Budget. It has been determined that 
they are minor internal management matters not requiring formal OMB review. 
The Acting Administrator hereby certifies that these matters will have no significant negative impact upon small 
businesses or other entities within the meaning and intent of the Regulatory Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C. 601 et seg. The addition 
of preparations to the list of excepted prescription drugs has the effect of exempting them from certain sections of the 
Controlled Substances Act of 1970 and regulations. 


Dated February 3, 1982. 
Francis M. Mullen, Jr., 
Acting Administrator. 
[FR Doc. 82-3762 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4410-09-M 


DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 


Office of Assistant Secretary for 
Housing—Federal Housing 
Commissioner 


24 CFR Part 200 
[Docket No. R-82-962] 


Method of Computing Interest on 
Defaulted Property Improvement 
Loans 

AGENCY: Office of Assistant Secretary 
for Housing—Federal Housing 
Commissioner, HUD. ; 
ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: The Department is proposing 


changes to its regulations contained in 
Part 200 as they relate to the recovery of 
defaulted property improvement loans. 
This amendment would require interest 
on all claims held by the Federal 
Housing Commissioner be calculated by 
applying installment payments first to 
the interest and then to the principal 
(the “U.S. Rule”). Under present 
regulations, interest on defaulted 
property improvement loans is excluded 
from applicability of the “U.S. Rule.” 
DATE: Comments must be received on or 
before April 19, 1982. 

ADDRESS: Interested persons may 
participate in this proposed rulemaking 
by submitting such written data, 
suggestions, or arguments as they may 


desire. Written comments should refer 
to the docket number and date and 
should be submitted to the Rules Docket 
Clerk, Office of General Counsel, Room 
5218, Department of Housing and Urban 
Development, 451 Seventh Street, SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20410. Each person 
submitting a comment should include 
his/her name and address, refer to the 
docket number indicated in the heading, 
and give reasons for any 
recommendations. Copies of all written 
comments received will be available for 
examination and copy by interested 
persons in the Office of the Rules 
Docket Clerk, at the address listed 
above. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
John L. Brady, Director, Office of Title I 
Insured Loans, Department of Housing 
and Urban Development, Room 9178, 451 
Seventh Street, SW., Washington, D.C. 
20410, Telephone (202) 755-6680 (this is 
not a toll-free number). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Regulations issued jointly by the 
General Accounting Office and the 
Department of Justice pursuant to the 
Federal Claims Collection Act of 1966, 
prescribe the so-called “U.S. Rule” for 
the calculation of interest on loans past 
due (4 CFR 102.11). The Department’s 
regulations currently make these 
standards applicable to all 
administrative claim collection activity 
of the Federal Housing Commissioner 


except for defaulted property 
improvement loans under Title I of the 
National Housing Act which are 
assigned to the Commissioner. 

Under the “U.S. Rule”, installment 
payments are applied first to the 
accrued interest and then to principal. 
24 CFR 200.905 provides a different 
method for calculating interest on 
defaulted Title I property improvement 
loans assigned to the Commissioner 
where collection is made under a 
payment plan providing for regular 
installment payments. The regulations 
require that “in such instances, amounts 
received shall be applied first to satisfy 
the principal of the debt. Subsequent 
payments shall be applied to the interest 
obligation, calculated on the basis of 
declining principal balances without 
charging interest on interest balances.” 

Property improvement loans were 
exempted from the “U.S. Rule” because 
of the manual accounting system in use 
and the volume of loans and payments. 
The Department expects, however, that 
in early 1982, its loan processing system 
will be automated. Implementation of 
this data processing system will 
eliminate the sole justification for the 
present exception from the preferred 
“U.S. Rule.” Accordingly, the 
Department proposes to delete 24 CFR 
200.905, and to amend § 200.900 to delete 
the exception from the general rule 
stated there. 





A Finding of No Significant Impact 
with respect to the environment has 
been made in accordance with HUD 
regulations in 24 CFR Part 50 which 
implement Section 102(2)(C) of the 
National Environmental Policy Act of 
1969. The Finding of No Significant 
Impact is available for public inspection 
during regular business hours in the 
Office of the Rules Docket Clerk at the 
above address. 

This rule would not constitute a 
“major rule” as that term is defined in 
Section 1(b) of Executive Order 12291 on 
Federal regulations issued on February 
17, 1981. Analysis of the rule indicates 
that it does not: (1) Have an annual 
effect on the economy of $100 million or 
more; (2) cause a major increase in costs 
or prices for consumers, individual 
industries, Federal, State or local 
government agencies, or geographic 
regions; or (3) have a significant adverse 
effect on competition, employment, 
investment, productivity, innovation, or 
on the ability of United States-based 
enterprises to compete with foreign- 
based enterprises in domestic or export 
markets. = 

Pursuant to Section 605(b) of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act, the 
undersigned hereby certifies that this 
rule would not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. 

The Catalog of Federal Domestic 
Assistance program numbers and titles 
are: 14.110, Mobile Home Loan 
Insurance—Financing Purchase of 
Mobile Homes as Principal Residences 
of Borrowers and 14.142, Property 
Improvement Insurance for Improving 
All Existing Structures and Building of 
New Non-Residential Structures. 

This proposed rules was listed in the 
Department's Semi-annual Agenda of 
Regulations published on August 17, 
1981 (46 FR 41708) as item H-43-81. 


PART 200—INTRODUCTION 


Accordingly, HUD proposes to amend 
24 CFR Part 200, Subpart R, by revising 
§ 200.900 and reserving § 200.95 as 
follows: 


Subpart R—Claims Collection 
Standards 


§ 200.900 General Collection Standards. 


The general standards and procedures. 


governing the collection, compromise, 
termination, and referral to the 
Department of Justice of claims for 
money and property are prescribed in 
the regulations issued jointly by the 
General Accounting Office and the 
Department of Justice pursuant to the 
Federal Claims Collection Act of 1966 (4 
CFR Parts 101 et seq.). These standards 


are applicable to the administrative 
claim collection activities of the 
Commissioner. (Also see 24 CFR Part 17, 
Subpart B, for Department collection 
regulations.) 


§ 200.905 [Reserved.] 
(Sec. 7(d) Department of Housing and Urban 
Development Act (42 U.S.C. 3535(d))) 

Issued at Washington, D.C., January 18, 
1982. 
Philip D. Winn, 
Assistant Secretary for Housing— Federal 
Housing Commissioner. 
{FR Doc. 82-4298 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4210-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 
Internal Revenue Service 


26 CFR Parts 1 and 31 
(EE-178-78] 


Employers’ Qualified Educational 
Assistance Programs; Public Hearing 
on Proposed Regulations 

AGENCY: Internal Revenue Service, 
Treasury. 


ACTION: Notice of public hearing on 
proposed regulations. 


SUMMARY: This document provides a 


notice of a public hearing on proposed 
regulations relating to employers’ 
qualified educational assistance 
programs. 
DATES: The public hearing will be held 
on March 24, 1982, beginning at 10:00 
a.m. Outlines of oral comments must be 
delivered or mailed by March 10, 1982. 
ADDRESS: The public hearing will be 
held in the LR.S. Auditorium, Seventh 
Floor, 7400 Corridor, Internal Revenue 
Building, 1111 Constitution Avenue, 
NW., Washington, D.C. The outlines 
should be submitted to the 
Commissioner of Internal Revenue, Attn: 
CC:LR:T (EE-178-78), Washington, D.C. 
20224. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Charles Hayden of the Legislation and 
Regulations Division, Office of Chief 
Counsel, Internal Revenue Service, 1111 
Constitution Avenue, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20224, 202-566-3935, not a toll-free 
call. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
subject of the public hearing is proposed 
regulations under sections 127, 
3121{a)(18), 3306(b)(13) and 3401(a)(19) 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954. 
The proposed regulations appeared in 
the Federal Register for Monday, 
November 23, 1981 (46 FR 57325). 

The rules of § 601.601(a)(3) of the 
“Statement of Procedural Rules” (26 
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CFR Part 601) shall apply with respect of 
the public hearing. Persons who have 
submitted written comments within the 
time prescribed in the proposed 
regulations and also desire to present 
oral comments at the hearing on the 
proposed regulations should submit an 
outline of the comments to be presented 
at the hearing and the time they wish to 
devote to each subject by March 10, 
1982. Each speaker will be limited to 10 
minutes for an oral presentation 
exclusive of time consumed by 
questions from the panel for the 
government and answers to these 
questions. 

Because of controlled access 
restrictions, attendees cannot be 
admitted beyond the lobby of the 
Internal Revenue Building until 9:45 a.m. 

An agenda showing the scheduling of 
the speakers will be made after outlines 
are received from the speakers. Copies 
of the agenda will be available free of 
charge at the hearing. 

This document does not meet the 
criteria for significant regulations set 
forth in paragraph 8 of the Treasury 
Directive for improving government 
regulations appearing in the Federal 
Register for Wednesday, November 8, 
1978. 

By direction of the Commissioner of 
Internal Revenue. - 


Jonathan P. Marget, 


Assistant Director, Employee Plans and 
Exempt Organizations Division. 

[FR Doc. 82-4212 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4830-01-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 


40 CFR Part 180 


[PH-FRL-2051-7; PP 9F2177/P213] 
Norflurazon; Proposed Tolerances 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: This notice proposes that 
tolerances be established for the 
combined residues of the herbicide 
norflurazon in or on certain raw 
agricultural commodities. This proposal 
to establish the maximum permissible 
level for residues of norflurazon in or on 
the raw agricultural commodities was 
requested by Sandoz, Inc. 


DATE: Written comments must be 
received on or before March 19, 1982. 


ADDRESS: Written comments to: Richard 


‘F. Mountfort, Product Manager (PM) 23, 


Registration Division (TS-767C), 
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M 
St., SW., Washington, .DC 20460. 
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FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Richard F. Mountfort (703-557-1830). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: EPA 
issued a notice that published in the 
Federal Register of April 23, 1979 (44 FR 
23932) that Sandoz, Inc., 480 Camino del 
Rio South, San Diego, CA 92108, had 
submitted pesticide petition number 
9F2177 to the EPA. The petition 
proposed that 40 CFR 180.356 be 
amended by establishing tolerance 
limitations for the combined residues of 
the herbicide norflurazon [4-chloro-5- 
(methylamino)-2-({alpha, alpha, alpha- 
trifluoro-m-tolyl)-3(2H)-pyridazinone] 
and its desmethy] metabolite [4-chloro- 
5-amino-2-(alpha, alpha, alpha-trifluoro- 
m-tolyl)-3(2H)-pyridazinone] in or on 
apples, almond meat, eggs, milk, pears, 
and meat (poultry) at 0.10 part per 
million (ppm); hops at 0.80 ppm, and 
almong hulls at 1.50 ppm. Sandoz, Inc. 
subsequently amended the petition to 
include meat, fat, and meat byproducts 
of cattle, goats, hogs, horses, sheep and 
fat and meat byproducts of poultry at 
0.10 ppm and green hops at 1.0 ppm; to 
decrease the tolerance level for almond 
hulls to 1.0 ppm; and to delete eggs. No 
comments were received in response to 
this notice of filing. 

The data submitted in the petition and 
other relevant material have been 
evaluated. The toxicology data 
considered in support of the proposed 
tolerances include: a rat acute oral LDso 
study with an LDso of 9,000+1,271 
milligrams (mg)/kilogram (kg); a 90-day 
rat feeding study with a no-observed- 
effect level (NOEL) of 500 ppm; a 90-day 
dog feeding study with a NOEL of 500 
ppm; a 6-month dog feeding study with a 
NOEL of 150 ppm; a rat teratology study 
negative at 400 mg/kg/day (highest 
dose); a three-generation rat 
reporduction study with a NOEL of 375 
ppm; a one-generation mouse 
reproduction study with a NOEL of 340 
ppm; an AMES test and a reverse 
mutagenesis test including metabolic 
activation both negative for mutagenic 
activity; a 2-year rat chronic feeding/ 
oncogenicity study with a NOEL of 375 
ppm for chronic feeding and negative for 
oncogenic potential at 1,025 ppm 
(highest dose level); and a 2-year mouse 
chronic feeding/oncogenicity study 
discussed below. Data considered 
desirable, but lacking, are a teratology 
study in a second species and multi-test 
mutagenicity studies. : 

Results of the 2-year mouse chronic 
feeding/oncogenicity study show a 
statistically significant increase in liver 
neoplasms in the male high dose group 
(1,360 ppm). The Agency has carefully 
evaluated the supporting data for these 
tolerances, and based on the following 


considerations, has determined that 
residues resulting from these tolerances 
will not result in a significant risk to 
humans. 

Both rat and mouse chronic feeding/ 
oncogenicity studies utilized in utero 
exposed or Fla generation animals. This 
is considered a very stringent test 
method for evaluating oncogencity. 
Statistically significant oncogenic 
results did not occur in the rat oncogenic 
study at any dose level tested with 
particular attention directed to 
evaluation of hepatocellular changes. 
There was no significant increase in 
carcinomas for any treatment group 
versus controls in the mouse test, or in 
the rat study. 

The liver was demonstrated to be the 
target organ in both the rat and dog, as 
well as the mouse. The mouse, and 
particularly the male sex, is considered 
to be a very sensitive species to the 
development of proliferative and 
neoplastic liver lesions. However, 
statistically significant oncogenic effects 
did not occur in the mouse at 
comparable doses to those used in the 
rat study, but to a dose which was 
approximately four-fold greater (e.g. 
50.75 mg/kg/day—rat; versus 204 mg/ 
kg/day—mouse), than the highest dose 
tested in rats. 

Statistically significant oncogenic 
effects occurred in high dose male mice 
surviving 18 months or longer, but 
particularly animals surviving to 24 
months. These results may reflect 
geriatric effects rather than compound 
related responses at the high dose 
employed. The response was limited to 
effects on the liver, (e.g. hepatic 
proliferative changes). 

The submitted mutagenicity studies 
showed no mutagenic activity. 

The agency has further determined 
that many of the tolerances requested 
(e.g. almonds, apples, pears) will result 
in no detectable residues at the level of 
method sensitivity of the test. 

Tolerances have previously been 
established for apricots, cherries, 
cottonseed, cranberries, filberts, 
peaches, plums (fresh prunes), 
nectarines, and walnuts at 0.1 ppm. 

Based on a 6-month dog feeding study 
with a NOEL of 150 ppm and a safety 
factor of 1,000, the allowable. daily 
intake (ADI) is 0.00375 mg/kg/day and 
the maximum permissible daily intake is 
0.225 mg/day for a 60/kg human. 
Published tolerances utilize 1.01 percent 
of the ADI. The published tolerances 
and proposed additional tolerances 
utilize 38.58 percent of the ADI. 


@ There are no regulatory actions 


pending against the chemical. The 


metabolism of norflurazon in plants and 
animals is adequately understood, and 
an analytical method (gas 
chromatography using an electron 
capture detector) is available for 
enforcement purposes. A related 
document (FAP 9H5208/P76) proposing a 
regulation for norflurazon and its 
desmethy! metabolite in dried hops 
appears elsewhere in this issue of the 
Federal Register. 

The pesticide is considered useful for 
the purpose for which the tolerances are 
sought, and it is concluded that the 
establishment of the tolerances will 
protectthe public health. Therefore, it is 
proposed that the tolerances be 
established as set forth below. 

Any person who has registered or 
submitted an application for registration 
of a pesticide, in accordance with the 
Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and 
Rodenticide Act (FIFRA) as amended, 
which contains any of the ingredients 
listed herein, may request, on or before’ 
March 19, 1982, that this proposed 
rulemaking be referred to an Advisory 
Committee in accordance with section 
408(e) of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act. 

Interested persons are invited to 
submit written comments on this 
proposed regulation. Comments must 
bear a notation indicating the document 
control number “(PP 9F2177/P211).” All 
written comments filed in response to 
this petition will be available in the 
office of Richard F. Mountfort from 8:00 
a.m. to 4:00 p.m., Monday through 
Friday, except legal holidays. 

As required by Executive Order 12291, 
the EPA has determined that this 
proposed rule is not a “Major” rule and 
therefore does not require a Regulatory 
Impact Analysis. In addition, the Office 
of Management and Budget (OMB) has 
exempted this proposed regulation from 
the OMB review requirements of 
Executive Order 12291, pursuant to 
section 8(b) of that Order. 

Pursuant to the requirements of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act (Pub. L. 96- 
534, 94 Stat. 1164, 5 U.S.C. 601-612), the 
Administrator has determined that 
regulations establishing new tolerances 
or raising tolerance levels or 
establishing exemptions from tolerance 
requirements do not have significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. A certification 
statement to this effect was published in 
the Federal Register of May 4, 1981 (46 
FR 24950). 


(Sec. 408(e), 68 Stat. 514 (21 U.S.C. 346(a)(3))) 





Dated: February 4, 1982. 
Douglas D. Campt, 
Director, Registration Division, Office of 
Pesticide Programs. 


PART 180—TOLERANCES AND 
EXEMPTIONS FROM TOLERANCES, 
FOR PESTICIDE CHEMICALS IN OR ON 
RAW AGRICULTURAL COMMODITIES 


Therefore, it is proposed that 40 CFR 
180.356 be revised to read as follows: 


§ 180.356 Norflurazon; tolerances for 
residues. 


Tolerances are established for 
combined residues of the herbicide 
norflurazon [4-chloro-5-(methylamino)-2- 
(alpha, alpha, alpha-trifluoro-m-tolyl)-3- 
(2H)-pyridazinone and its desmethyl 
metabolite 4-chloro-5-{amino)-2-alpha, 
alpha, alpha-trifluoro-m-toly)-3(2H)- 
pytidazinone in or on the following raw 
agricultural commodities: 


{FR Doc. 82-4114 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 6530-32-M 


40 CFR Part 180 

[PH-FRL-1952-1; PP O£2395/P215] 
Sulfuric Acid; Proposed Exemption 
- From Tolerance 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: This notice proposes that an 


exemption from the requirement of a 
tolerance be established for residues of 
the potato vine desiccant sulfuric acid in 


or on potatoes. This proposal, which 
eliminates the need to establish a 
maximum permissible level for residues 
of sulfuric acid in or on potatoes, was 
submitted by the Interregional Research 
Project No. 4 (IR-4). 

DATE: Comments must be received on or 
before March 19, 1982. 

ADDRESS: Written comments to: Donald 
R. Stubbs, Emergency Response Section, 
Registration Division (TS-767C), 
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M 
Street, SW., Washington, D.C. 20460. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Donald Stubbs (703-557-7123). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Interregional Research Project No. 4 (IR- 
4), New Jersey Agricultural Experiment 
Station, PO Box 231, Rutgers University, 
New Brunswick, NJ 08903, has submitted 
pesticide petition number OE2395 to 
EPA on behalf of the IR-4 Technical 
Committee and the Agricultural 
Experiment Stations of Minnesota and 
North Dakota. 

This petition requested that the 
Administrator, pursuant to section 
408(e) of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act, propose the 
establishment of an exemption from the 
requirement of a tolerance for sulfuric 
acid when used as a potato vine 
desiccant in potato production. 

The data submitted in the petition and 
all other relevant material have been 
evaluated. The pesticide is considered 
useful for the purpose for which the 
tolerance is sought. The use on potatoes 
is very similar to the established use on 
garlic and onions, which are also root - 
crops. 

Sulfuric acid is applied to potato vines 
as a desiccant to kill the vines and to 
permit the tubers to mature. The residue 
from the application of sulfuric acid will 
depend on the nature of the soil but 
mostly be sulfates. Since gypsum 
(calcium sulfate) can be a major soil 
constituent and since several sulfate 
salts (ammonium, calcium, potassium 
and sodium) are generally recognized as 
safe (GRAS), the potential increase in 
sulfate concentration is not of concern. 
No residues would be expected to occur 
in the tubers. However, even if residues 
were to occur, such residues would be 
generally recognized as safe (GRAS) 
under 21 CFR 184.1095. No problem of 
secondary sulfate residues in meat, milk, 
poultry or eggs is expected. Since no 
enforcement is anticipated, no analytical 
method is necessary. There are 
presently no actions pending against the 
continued registration of this chemical. 

Based on the above information 
considered by. the Agency, the 
exemption from the requirement of a 
tolerance established by amending 40 
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CFR 180.1019 would protect the public 
health. It is proposed, therefore, that the 
exemption be established as set forth 
below. 

Any person who has registered or 
submitted an application for registration 
of a pesticide, under the Federal 
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide 
Act (FIFRA) as amended, which 
contains any of the ingredients listed 
herein, may request on or before March 
19, 1982 that this rulemaking proposal be 
referred to an Advisory Committee in 
accordance with section 408(e) of the 
Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic Act. 

Interested persons are invited to 
submit written comments on the 
proposed regulation. Comments must 
bear a notation indicating the document 
control number, “(PP OE2395/P215).” All 
written comments filed in response to 
this petition will be available for public 
inspection in the office of Donald Stubbs 
at the address given above from 8:00 
a.m. to 4:00 p.m., Monday through 
Friday, except legal holidays. 

The Office of Management and Budget 
has exempted this rule from the 
requirements of section 3 of Executive 
Order 12291. 

Pursuant to the requirements of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act {Pub. L. 96- 
534, 94 Stat. 1164, 5 U.S.C. 601-612), the 
Administrator has determined that 
regulations establishing new tolerances 
or raising tolerance levels or 
establishing exemptions from tolerance 
requirements do not have a significant 
economic impact on a’substantial 
number of small entities. A certification 
statement to this effect was published in 
the Federal Register of May 4, 1981 (46 
FR 24950). f 


(Sec. 408(e), 68 Stat. 514 (21 U.S.C. 346a(e))) 
Dated: February 3, 1982. 
Douglas D. Campt, 


Director, Registration Division, Office of 
Pesticide Programs. 


PART 180—TOLERANCES AND 
EXEMPTIONS FOR TOLERANCES FOR 
PESTICIDE CHEMICALS IN OR ON 
RAW AGRICULTURAL COMMODITIES 


Therefore, it is proposed that 40 CFR 
180.1019 be revised by including the raw 
agricultural commodity potatoes to read 
as follows: 


§ 180.1019 Sulfuric acid; exemption from 
the requirement for a tolerance for 
residues. 


Sulfuric acid is exempted from the 
requirement of a tolerance for residues 
when used in accordance with good 
agricultural practice as a herbicide in 
the production of garlic and onions and 
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as a potato vine desiccant in the 
production of potatoes. 

[FR Doc. 82-4113 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-32-M 


40 CFR Part 403 
[WEN-FRL-2051-4] 


National Pretreatment Program; 
Availability of Contractor’s Report on 
Regulatory Impact Analysis 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 


Agency. 


ACTION: Notice of availability of 
contractor’s report. 


summary: On December 22, 1981, the 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) 
announced the availability of a 
contractor's report that analyzed several 
options under consideration for possible 
reform of the National Pretreatment 
Program (46 FR 62098; Dec. 22, 1982). 
The report is entitled “Assessment of: 
the Impacts of Industrial Discharges on 
Publicly Owned Treatment Works,” and 
is accompanied by extensive appendices 
detailing many of the analyses 
performed. The report was prepared to 
support a Regulatory Impact Analysis of 
the pretreatment program that is 
currently being conducted pursuant to 
Executive Order 12291. 

A limited number of copies of the 
report initially were available from EPA, 
but this supply has been exhausted. To 
satisfy the continuing public demand for 
copies of the report, EPA has entered 
the document into the National 
Technical Information Service (NTIS) 
system. This action ensures that 
sufficient copies of the report and 
accompanying appendices are available, 
and that all requests for it are quickly 
fulfilled. 

Copies of the report can be purchased 
directly from NTIS. To order copies, 
please write to: Department of 
Commerce, National Technical 
Information Service, Springfield, 
Virginia 22161, Attn: Sales Desk, Order 
No.: PB 82-153958. 

The cost of the report is $33.00. 
Payment may be made by check or 
money order payable to “NTIS”. Be sure 
to include the NTIS Order No. and the 
title of the report in all ordering 
requests. 


Dated February 8, 1982. 
Bruce R. Barrett, 
Acting Assistant Administrator for Water. 


[FR Doc. 82-4117 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-32-M 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 


47 CFR Part 73 
[BC Docket No. 82-62; RM-3959] 


TV Broadcast Station in Natchez, 
Mississippi; Proposed Changes in 
Table of Assignments 

AGENCY: Federal Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: This action proposes to 
assign UHF television Channel 48 to 
Natchez, Mississippi, in response to a 
petition filed by Harold Calisch. The 
assignment could provide Natchez with 
its first local commercial television 
service. 

DATES: Comments must be filed on or 
before March 22, 1982, and reply 
comments must be filed on or before 
April 6, 1982. 

ADDRESS: Federal Communications 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Nancy V. Joyner, Broadcast Bureau, 
(202) 632-7792. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Adopted: January 28, 1982. 

Released: February 5, 1982. 

By the Acting Chief, Policy and Rules 
Division. 

1. A petition for rule making ! was filed 
by Harold Calisch (“petitioner”), seeking 
the assignment of UHF television 
Channel 48 to Natchez, Mississippi, as 
that community’s first commercial 
television assignment. The assignment 
can be made consistent with the 
minimum distance separation 
requirements of §73.610 of the 
Commission's Rules. Petitioner indicated 
his intent to apply for the channel, if 
assigned, and no oppositions to the 
proposal were received. 

2. Natchez (population 22,015),? the 
seat of Adams County (population 
38,035), is located on the Mississippi 
River, approximately 220 kilometers (135 
miles) northwest of New Orleans. It 
presently has one television channel 
allocated to it (Channel *42, reserved for 
educational facilities, which is 
unoccupied and unapplied for). 

3. Petitioner indicates that Natchez’ 
location is ideally situated for business 
and industrial growth, with service by 
several U.S. highways, railroads, motor 
freight lines and the navigable 
Mississippi River. Further, according to 


1 Public Notice of the petition was given August 7, 
1981, Report No. 1303. 

2 Population figures are obtained from the 1980 
U.S. Census, Advance Reports. 
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petitioner, the economy of the area is 
derived from such major manufacturing 
entities as lumber, paper and wood pulp 
harvesting and processing, rubber 
products, and high-technology 
mechanical equipment. Additionally, the 
harvesting of wood, as well as the 
search for and production of oil and gas 
also contribute to its economic base. 
Petitioner notes that Natchez has one 
newspaper available to its residents, in 
addition to three commercial broadcast 
stations. We believe that petitioner has 
made a sufficient showing to 
demonstrate a need for the proposed 
assignment to Natchez, Mississippi. 

4. In view of the foregoing and the fact 
that the proposed television assignment 
would provide a first local commercial 
television broadcast service to Natchez, 
Mississippi, the Commission believes it 
appropriate to propose amending the 
Television Table of Assignments, 
§73.606(b) of the Commission’s Rules, as 
follows: 


a 


5. The Commission’s authority to 
institute rule making proceedings, 
showings required, cut-off procedures, 
and filing requirements are contained in 
the attached Appendix and are 
incorporated by reference herein. NOTE: 
A showing of continuing interest is 
required by paragraph 2 of the Appendix 
before a channel will be assigned. 

6. Interested parties may file 
comments on or before March 22 1982, 
and reply comments on or before April 
6, 1982, 

7. The Commission has determined 
that the relevant provisions of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1980 do not 
apply to rule making proceedings to 
amend the TV Table of Assignments, 
$ 73.606(b) of the Commission's Rules. 
See, Certification that sections 603 and 
604 of the Regulatory Flexibility Act Do 
Not Apply to Rule Making To Amend 
§§ 73.202(b), 73.504 and 73.606(b) of the 
Commission’s Rules, 46 FR 11549, 
published February 9, 1981. 

8. For further information concerning 
this proceeding, contact Nancy V. 
Joyner, Broadcast Bureau, (202) 632- 
7792. However, members of the public 
should note that from the time a Notice 
of Proposed Rule Making is issued until 
the matter is no longer subject to 
Commission consideration or court 
review, all ex parte contacts are 
prohibited in Commission proceedings, 
such as this one, which involve channel 
assignments. An ex parte contact is a 





message (spoken or written) concerning 
the merits of a pending rule making 
other than comments officially filed at 
the Commission or oral presentation 
required by the Commission. 


(Secs. 4, 303, 48 stat., as amended, 1066, 1082; 
47 U.S.C. 154, 303) 

Federal Communications Commission. 
Martin Blumenthal, 

Acting Chief, Policy and Rules Division, 
Broadcast Bureau. 


Appendix * 


1. Pursuant-to authority found in 
sections 4{i), 5(d}{1}, 303 (g) and (r), and 
307(b) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, and § 0.281(b)(6) of 
the Commission's Rules, it is proposed 
to amend the TV Table of Assignments, 
§ 73.606(b) of the Commission's rules 
and regulations, as set forth in the 
Notice of Proposed Rule Making to 
which this Appendix is attached. 

2. Showings Required. Comments are 
invited on the proposal(s) discussed in 
the Notice of Proposed Rule Making to 
which this Appendix is attached. 
Proponent{s) will be expected to answer 
whatever questions are presented in 
initial comments. The proponent of a 
proposed assignment is also expected to 
file comments even if it only resubmits 
or incorporates by reference its former 
pleadings. It should also restate its 
present intention to apply for the 
channel if it is assigned, and, if 
authorized, to build a station promptly. 
Failure to file may lead to denial of the 
request. 

3. Cut-off Procedures. The following 
procedures will govern the 
consideration of filings in this 
proceeding. 

(a) Counterproposals advanced in this 
proceeding itself will be considered, if 
advanced in initial comments, so that 
parties may comment on them in reply 
comments. They will not be considered 
if advanced in reply comments. (See 
§ 1.420(d) of the Commission's Rules.) 

(b) With respect to petitions for rule 
making which conflict with the 
proposal(s) in this Notice, they will be 
considered as comments in the 
proceeding, and Public Notice to this 
effect will be given as long as they are 
filed before the date for filing initial 
comments herein. If they are filed later 
than that, they will not be considered in 
connection with the decision in this 
docket. 

(c) The filing of a counterproposal 
may lead the Commission to assign a 
different channel than was requested for 
any of the communities involved. 

4. Comments and Reply Comments; 
Service. Pursuant to applicable 
procedures set out in §§ 1.415 and 1.420 


of the Commission's rules and 
regulations, interested parties may file 
comments and reply comments on or 
before the dates set forth in the Notice 
of Proposed Rule Making to which this 
Appendix is attached. All submissions 
by parties to this proceeding or persons 
acting on behalf of such parties must be 
made in written comments, reply 
comments, or other appropriate 
pleadings. Comments shall be served on 


. the petitioner by the person filing the 


comments. Reply comments shall be 
served on the person(s) who filed 
comments to which the reply is directed. 
Such comments and reply comments 
shall be accompanied by a certificate of 
service. (See § 1.420(a), (b) and (c) of the 
Commission's Rules.) 

5. Number of Copies. In accordance 
with the provisions of § 1.420 of the 
Commission's rules and regulations, an 
original and four copies of all comments, 
reply comments, pleadings, briefs, or 
other documents shall be furnished the 
Commission. 

6. Public Inspection of Filings. All 
filings made in this proceeding will be 
available for examination by interested 
parties during regular business hours in 
the Commission's Public Reference 
Room at its headquarters, 1919 M Street, 
N.W., Washington, D.C. 

{FR Doc. 82-4233 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am 
BILLING Code 6712-01-M 


47 CFR Part 73 
(BC Docket No. 82-65; RM-4006] 


FM Broadcast Station in Avon, Colo.; 
Proposed changes in Table of 
Assignments 


AGENCY: Federal Communications 
Commission. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: This action proposes to 
assign FM Channel 276A to Avon, 
Colorado, in response to a petition filed 
by Edward J. Patrick. The proposal 
could provide a first local aural service 
to the community. 
DATES: Comments must be filed on or 
before March 22, 1982, and reply 
comments on or before April 6, 1982. 
ADDRESS: Federal Communications 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Nancy V. Joyner, Broadcast Bureau, 
(202) 632-7792. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Adopted: January 28, 1982. 
Released: February 9, 1982. 


In the matter of amendment of 
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§ 73.202(b), Table of Assignments, FM 
Broadcast Stations. (Avon, Colorado). 

1. A petition for rule making was filed 
by Edward J. Patrick (“petitioner’’), on 
October 27, 1981, proposing the 
assignment of FM Channel 276A on a 
hyphenated basis to the communities of 
Beaver Creek-Avon, Colorado, as a first 
assignment, Petitioner stated his intent 
to apply for the channel if assigned. The 
channel can be assigned consistent with 
the minimum distance separation 
requirements of § 73.207 of the 
Commission’s Rules. 

2. Avon (population 640) ' and Beaver 
Creek (population not listed), are both 
located in Eagle County (population 
13,171), approximately 16 kilometers (10 
miles) west of Vail, Colorado. Neither 
has any local aural service. 

3. According to petitioner, Beaver 
Creek is an unincorporated resort area 
adjacent to the Town of Avon. Its 
population is basically transitory, 
fluctuating as the tourist season 
changes. Avon has its own government 
unit, police department and retail 
outlets. Additionally, the Avon Post 
Office provides mail service.to Beaver 
Creek. Petitioner indicates that both 
areas are within the boundaries of the 
Eagle-Vail Fire Protection District, while 
noting, too, that Avon has its own fire 
station. According to petitioner’s 
community profile, the economic base of 
the area is largely dependent on the 
construction and operation of the Beaver 
Creek resort and its other tourist-related 
activities. However, petitioner adds that 
while Beaver Creek affords a strong 
economic base to Avon, it is dependent 
upon that community's municipal 
services, employees and housing. It is 
indicated that the population of the two 
areas is expected to increase as a result 
of the developing winter ski resort and a 
conference convention center for use in 
the off-season months. Petitioner 
advises that the area is served by two 
weekly county newspapers, as well as 
an FM station in Vail, which is the only 
operating one in Eagle County. 

4. Petitioner asserts that there is a 
need in the community for a broadcast 
outlet which could provide coverage of 
local issues, needs and interests. 
Additionally, it is alleged that the 
proposed assignment could provide 
improved service to the communities of 
Edwards (population not_listed) and 
Minturn (population 1,060), since Avon 
is the same distance from both 
locations. Petitioner notes that reception 
of AM signals in Avon is of an inferior 


Population figures are derived from the 1980 U.S. 
Census, Advance Reports. 
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quality, while the terrain of Beaver 
Creek excludes any such service. In 
further justification for a Class A 
assignment, petitioner states that 
because Eagle County is surrounded by 
mountains, high-powered FM signals 
tend to create shadows and multi-path 
signal problems. 

5. Petitioner requested the proposed 
assignment herein to Beaver Creek- 
Avon on a hyphenated basis. However, 
hyphenation is an assignment tool 
generally reserved for communities 
which are considered interdependent 
due to their nearness and mutual 
economic, trade, cultural and social 

“interests, etc. Based on the information 
before us, we cannot determine that 
Beaver Creek qualifies as a community 
for assignment purposes. Petitioner has 
not demonstrated that Beaver Creek is 
comprised of any of the components 
which are considered in determining 
community status such as churches, 
schools, a library, post office, shopping 
centers, banks, newspapers, social and/ 
or civic organizations or other indicia. 
See Naples, Florida, 41 R.R. 2d 1549 at 
1553 (1977), Coker, Alabama, 43 R.R. 2d 
190 at 193 (1978), and Ans/ey, Alabama, 
BC Docket No. 81-154 (Mimeo 30462), 
adopted November 16, 1981. If petitioner 
can provide, in supporting comments, a 
sufficient showing to establish Beaver 
Creek as a community pursuant to the 
Commission's criteria, then an 
assignment could be made to it or to 
Avon. 

6. We have, at this point, chosen Avon 
as the community for the proposed 
assignment of Channel 276A. However, 
the channel would be available for use 
at Beaver Creek under the provisions of 
§ 73.203(b) of the Commission's Rules, 
the so-called ‘10 mile rule.” If 
petitioner's intent is to have his 
proposed station identify with both 
places, then, pursuant to § 73.1201(b)(2) 
of the Commission's Rules, he could 
apply for authority to include Beaver 
Creek in the station’s official 
identification. If petitioner insists on a 
hyphenated assignment, petitioner 
should submit additional information on 
the elements constituting community 
status for Beaver Creek and then how 
Avon is dependent on these community 
indicia for its needs. 

7. In view of the foregoing, and in 
order to give further consideration to the 
request, the Commission proposes to 
amend the FM Table of Assignments, 

§ 73.202(b) of the Commission's Rules, as 
follows: 


8. The Commission’s authority to 
institute rule making proceedings, 
showing required, cut-off procedures, 
and filing requirements are contained in 
the attached Appendix and are 
incorporated by reference herein. 


Note.—A showing of continuing interest is 
required by paragraph 2 of the Appendix 
before a channel will be assigned. 

9. Interested parties may file 
comments on or before March 22, 1982, 
and reply comments on or before April 
6, 1982. 

10. The Commission has determined 
that the relevant provisions of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1980 do not 
apply to rule making proceedings to 
amend the FM Table of Assignments, 

§ 73.202(b) of the Commission’s Rules. 
See, Certification that Sections 603 and 
604 of the Regulatory Flexibility Act Do 
Not Apply to Rule Making to Amend 

§§ 73.202(b), 73.504 and 73.606(b) of the 
Commission’s Rules, 46 FR 11549, 
published February 9, 1981. 

11. For further information concerning 
this proceeding, contact Nancy V. 
Joyner, Broadcast Bureau, (202) 632- 
7792. However, members of the public 
should note that from the time a Notice 
of Proposed Rule Making is issued until 
the matter is no longer subject to 
Commission consideration or court 
review, all ex parte contacts are 
prohibited in Commission proceedings, 
such as this one, which involve channel 
assignments. An ex parte contact is a 
message (spoken or written) concerning 
the merits of a pending rule making 
other than comments officially filed at 
the Commission or oral presentation 
required by the Commission. 

(Secs. 4, 303, 48 Stat., as amended, 1068, 1082; 
47 U.S.C. 154, 303) 

Federal Communications Commission, 
Martin Blumenthal, 

Policy and Rules Division, Broadcast Bureau. 
Appendix 

1. Pursuant to authority found in Sections 
(i), 5(d)(1), 303 (g) and (r), and 307(b) of the 
Communications Act of 1934, as amended, 
and § 0.281(b)(6) of the Commission's Rules, 
it is proposed to amend the FM Table of 
Assignments, § 73.202(b) of the Commission's 
Rules and Regulations, as set forth in the 
Notice of Proposed Rule Making to which this 
Appendix is attached. 

2. Showings Required. Comments are 
invited on the proposal(s) discussed in the 
Notice of Proposed Rule Making to which this 
Appendix is attached. Proponent(s) will be 


expected to answer whatever questions are 
presented in initial comments. The proponent 
of a proposed assignment is also expected to 
file comments even if it only resubmits or 
incorporates by reference its former 
pleadings. It should also restate its present 
intention to apply for the channel if it is 
assigned, and, if authorized, to build a station 
promptly. Failure to file may lead to denial of 
the request. 

3. Cut-off Procedures. The following 
procedures will govern the consideration of 
filings in this proceeding. 

(a) Counterproposals advanced in this 
proceeding itself will be considered, if 
advanced in initial comments, so that parties 
may comment on them in reply comments. 
They will not be considered if advanced in 
reply comments. (See § 1.420(d) of the 
Commission's Rules.) 

(b) With respect to petitions for rule 
making which conflict with the proposal(s) in 
this Notice, they will be considered as 
comments in the proceeding, and Public 
Notice to this effect will be given as long as 
they are filed before the date for filing initial 
comments herein. If they are filed later than 
that, they will not be considered in 
connection with the decision in this docket. 

(c) The filing of a counterproposal may lead 
the Commission to assign a different channel 
than was requested for any of the 
communities involved. 

4. Comments and Reply Comments; 
Service. Pursuant to applicable procedures 
set out in § 1.415 and 1.420 of the 
Commission's Rules and Regulations, 
interested parties may file comments and 
reply comments on or before the dates set 
forth in the-Notice of Proposed Rule Making 
to which this Appendix is attached. All 
submissions by parties to this proceeding or 
persons acting on behalf of such parties must 
be made in written comments, reply 
comments, or other appropriate pleadings. 
Comments shall be served on the petitioner 
by the person filing the comments. Reply 
comments shall be served on the person(s) 
who filed comments to which the reply is 
directed. Such comments and reply comments 
shall be accompanied by a certificate of 
service. (See § 1.420{a), (b) and (c) of the 
Commission’s Rules.) 

5. Number of Copies. In accordance with 
the provisions of § 1.420 of the Commission's 
Rules and Regulations, an original and four 
copies of all comments, reply comments, 
pleadings, briefs, or other documents shall be 
furnished the Commission. 

6. Public Inspection of Filings. All filings 
made in this proceeding will be available for 
examination by interested parties during 
regular business hours in the Commission’s 
Public Reference Room at its headquarters, 
1919 M Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 


[FR Doc. 82-4231 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M 





47 CFR Part 73 
[BC Docket No. 82-61; RM-3980, RM-3987] 


FM Broadcast Stations in Loudon and 
Madisonville, Tennessee; Proposed 
Changes in Table of Assignments 
AGENCY: Federal Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION: Proposed rule. 


SuMMARY: Action taken herein proposes 


to assign Channel 240A to either 
Loudon, Tennessee, in response to a 
petition filed by Benny Stafford, or to 
Madisonville, Tennessee, in response to 
a petition filed by Sloan Broadcasting 
Corporation. The proposals could 
provide either community with a first 
local FM service. 
DATES: Comments must be filed on or 
before March 22, 1982, and reply 
comments on or before April 6, 1982. 
ADDRESS: Federal Communications 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Nancy V. Joyner, Broadcast Bureau, 
(202) 632-7792. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Adopted: January 28, 1982. 

Released: February 8, 1982. 


In the matter of amendment of 
§ 73.202(b), Table of Assignments, FM 
Broadcast Stations. (Loudon and 
Madisonville, Tennessee}, BC Docket 
No. 82-61, RM-3980, RM-3987. 

1. Petitions for rulemaking! were filed 
by Benny Stafford (“petitioner”) 
proposing the assignment of Channel 
240A to Loudon, Tennessee (RM-3980}, 
as that community’s first local aural 
service, and by Sloan Broadcasting 
Corporation (“SBC”), proposing 
allocation of the same channel to 
Madisonville, Tennessee, as that 
community's first FM assignment. The 
petitions are mutually exclusive as the 
communities are approximately 19 
kilometers (12 miles) apart (based on a 
restricted transmitter site at 
Madisonville), whereas the required 
separation for co-channel Class A 
assignments is 104 kilometers (65 miles). 
No other Class A “drop-in” channels are 
available for assignment to either 
community. Both proponents indicate 
they will apply for the channel, if 
assigned. No oppositions to either of the 
proposals were received. 

2. Loudon (population 3,940),? the seat 
of Loudon County (population 28,553), is 
located approximately 48 kilometers (30 
miles) southwest of Knoxville, 


' Public Notice of these petitions was given 
October 22, 1981, Report No. 1314. 

2 Population figures herein were obtained from the 
1980 U.S. Census, Advance Reports. 


Tennessee. It presently has no local 
aural service. Madisonville (population 
2,884), the seat of Monroe County 
(population 28,700), is located 
approximately 64 kilometers (40 miles) 
southwest of Knoxville, Tennessee. It 
presently is served by daytime-only AM 
Station WZZI. 

3. Loudon has its own government 
unit, municipal services, health-care 
facilities, financial institutions, schools, 
churches, civic organizations and 
recreational facilities. According to 
petitioner, Loudon’s economic base is 
derived mainly from local industry, 
while the county-wide workforce is 
comprised of approximately 10,820 
persons. Further, petitioner states that 
agriculture production also contributes 
to its economy. Petitioner further 
advises that Loudon is served by U.S. 
and Interstate highways, as well as a 
major bus line and railroad. 

4. Like Loudon, Madisonville has its 
own government unit, schools, financial 
institutions, and numerous recreational 
facilities. SBC advises that Madisonville 
is located in a largely rural area and that 
agriculture is therefore an eminent 
contributor to its economy. Its major 
entities are furniture manufacturing, 
lumbering, quarry mining, and modular 
building construction firms. Further, 
petitioner states that Madisonville is 
served by several U.S. highways, 
railroads and truck lines. Other than its 
one daytime-only broadcast station, the 
community is served by one twice- 
weekly newspaper. 

5. According to the Loudon petitioner, 
his proposal to assign Channel 240A to 
that community is made in reliance on 
the Commission’s Order in Docket 21211 
modifying the license of Station WDEH 
at Sweetwater, Tennessee, from 
Channel 237A to Channel 252A. The 
Loudon proposal could, therefore, be 
made consistent with the minimum 
distance separation requirements of 
§ 73.207 of the Commission's Rules. If, 
however, the assignment is ultimately 
made to Madisonville, a site restriction 
of 9.1 kilometers (5.7 miles) northeast of 
the community must be imposed to 
avoid short-spacing to Station WDOD 
(Channel 243) in Chattanooga, 
Tennessee. 

6. Since Loudon is the larger of the 
two communities and is without any 
local aural service, while Madisonville 
has local service, our initial 
determination would be to propose the 
channel to that community. However, as 
indicated previously, since there are no 
other Class A “drop-in” channels 
available to either community, we shall 
provide the Madisonville proponent an 
opportunity to further demonstrate in 
comments to its proposal, why 
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Madisonville should receive the 
assignment. 

7. In view of the foregoing, the 
Commission proposes to amend the FM 
Table of Assignments, § 73.202(b) of the 
Commission's rules, as set forth below: 


8. The Commission's authority to 
institute rulemaking proceedings, 
showings required, cut-off procedures, 
and filing requirements are contained in 
the attached Appendix below and are 
incorporated by reference herein. 

Note.—A showing of continuing interest is 
required by paragraph 2 of the Appendix 
before a channel will be assigned. 


9. Interested parties may file 
comments on or before March 22, 1982, 
and reply comments on or before April 
6, 1982. 

10. The Commission has determined 
that the relevant provisions of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1980 do not 
apply to rulemaking proceedings to 
amend the FM Table of Assignments, 

§ 73.202(b) of the Commission’s rules. 
See, Certification that Sections 603 and 
604 of the Regulatory Flexibility Act Do 
Not Apply to Rule Making to Amend 

§ § 73.202(b), 73.504 and 73.606(b) of the 
Commission's Rules, 46 FR 11549, 
published February 9, 1981. 

11. For further information concerning 
this proceeding, contact Nancy V. 
Joyner, Broadcast Bureau, (202) 632- 
7792. However, members of the public 
should note that from the time a Notice 
of Proposed Rule Making is issued until 
the matter is no longer subject to 
Commission consideration or court 
review, all ex parte contacts are 
prohibited in Commission proceedings, 
such as this one, which involve channel 
assignments. An ex parte contact is a 
message (spoken or written) concerning 
the merits of a pending rulemaking other 
than comments officially filed at the 
Commission or ora! presentation 
required by the Commission. 

(Secs. 4, 303, 48 Stat., as amended, 1066, 1082; 
(47 U.S.C. 154, 303)) . 

Federal Communications Commission. 
Martin Blumenthal, 

Acting Chief, Policy and Rules Division, 
Broadcast Bureau. 

Appendix [BC Docket No. 82-61, RMs-3980 
and 3987] 


1. Pursuant to authority found in Sections 
4(i), 5(d)(1), 303(g) and (r), and 307(b) of the 
Communications Act of 1934, as amended, 
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and § 0.281(b){6) of the Commission’s Rules, it 
is proposed to amend, the FM Table of 
Assignments, § 73.202(b) of the Commission's 
rules and regulations, as set forth in the 
Notice of Proposed Rule Making to which this 
Appendix is attached. 

2. Showings Required. Comments are 
invited on the proposal(s) discussed in the 
Notice of Proposed Rule Making to which this 
Appendix is attached. Proponent{s) will be 
expected to answer whatever questions are 
presented in initial comments. The proponent 
of a proposed assignment is also expected to 
file comments even if it only resubmits or 
incorporates by reference its former 
pleadings. It should also restate its present 
intention to apply for the channe! if it is 
assigned, and, if authorized, to build a station 
promptly. Failure to file may lead to denial of 
the request. 

3. Cut-off Procedures. The following 
procedures will govern the consideration of 
filings in this proceeding. 

(a) Counterproposals advanced in this 
proceeding itself will be considered, if 
advanced in initial comments, so that parties 
may comment on them in reply comments. 
They will not be considered if advanced in 
reply comments. (See § 1.420{d) of the 
Commission's rules.) 

(b) With respect to petitions for rule 
making which conflict with the proposal(s) in 
this Notice, they will be considered as 
comments in the proceeding, and Public 
Notice to this effect will be given as long as 
they are filed before the date for filing initial 
comments herein. If they are filed later than 
that, they will not be considered in 
connection with the decision in this docket. 

(c) The filing of a counterproposal may lead 
the Commission to assign a different channel 
than was requested for any of the 
communities involved. 

4. Comments and Reply Comments; 
Service. Pursuant to applicable procedures 
set out in §§ 1.415 and 1.420 of the 
Commission's rules and regulations, 
interested parties may file comments and 
reply comments on or before the dates set 
forth in the Notice of Proposed Rule Making 
to which this Appendix is attached. All 
submissions by parties to this proceeding or 
persons acting on behalf of such parties must 
be made in written comments, reply 
comments, or other appropriate pleadings. 
Comments shall be served on the petitioner 
by the person filing the comments. Reply 
comments shall be served on the person(s) 
who filed comments te which the reply is 
directed. Such comments and reply comments 
‘shall be accompanied by a certificate of 
service. (See § 1.420{a), (b) and (c) of the 
Commission's rules.) 

5. Number of Copies. In accordance with 
the provisions of § 1.420 of the commission's 
rules and regulations an original and four 
copies of all comments, reply comments, 
pleadings, briefs, or other documents shall be 
furnished the Commission. 

6. Public Inspection of Filings. All filings 
made in this proceeding will be available for 
examination by interested parties during 
regular business hours in the Commission's 


Public Reference Room at its headquarters, 
1919 M Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 

[FR Doc. 82-4237 filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6712-01-M 


47 CFR Part 73 
[BC Docket No. 82-63; RM-3953, RM-3992] 


FM Broadcast Stations in Fort Myers 
Villas and Sanibel, Florida; Proposed 
Changes in Table of Assignments 
AGENCY: Federal Communications 
Commission. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


summManyv: Action taken herein proposes 


to assign Channel 285A to either Fort 
Myers Villas, Florida, in response to a 
petition filed by Keith L. Reising or to 
Sanibel, Florida, in response to a 
counterproposal filed by Fred Arthur 
and John Smith. The proposals could 
provide either place with a first local 
aural service. 


DATES: Comments must be filed on or 
before March 22, 1982, and reply 
comments on or before April 6, 1982. 


ADDRESS: Federal Communications 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20554. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Nancy V. Joyner, Broadcast Bureau, 
(202) 632-7792. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Adopted: January 28, 1982. 
Released: February 8, 1982. 


In the matter of amendment of 
§ 73.202(b), Table of Assignments, FM 
Broadcast Stations (Fort Myers Villas 
and Sanibel, Florida); BC Docket No. 82- 
63, RM-3953, RM-3992. Notice of 
Proposed Rule Making. 

1. A petition for rule making ' was 
filed by Keith L. Reising (“petitioner”), 
proposing the assignment of Channel 
285A to Fort Myers Villas, as a first FM 
assignment. A counterproposal ? was 
filed by Fred Arthur and John Smith 
(“Arthur and Smith”), proposing the 
same channel allocation to Sanibel, 
Florida, as that community’s first FM 


. allocation. The two petitions are 


mutually exclusive as the communities 
are approximately 19.2 kilometers (12 
miles) apart, whereas the required 
separation for co-channel Class A 
assignments is 104 kilometers (65 miles). 
Both proponents indicate that they will 
apply for the channel, if assigned. 

2. Fort Myers Villas (population not 
listed), in Lee County (population 


1 Public Notice of the petition was given August 7, 
1981, Report No. 1303. 

2 Public Notice of the counterproposal was given 
October 22, 1981, Report No. 1314. 


205,266),* is located approximately 6.5 
kilometers (4 miles) south of Fort Myers, 
Florida. It presently has no local aural 
service. Sanibel (population 3,362), also 
in Lee County, is located on the Island 
of Captiva, approximately 24 kilometers 
(15 miles) west of Fort Myers. It also has 
no local aural service. 

3. Based on the information before us, 
we cannot determine that Fort Myers 
Villas qualifies as a community for 
assignment purposes. Petitioner has not 
provided adequate demographic or 
economic information, nor has it 
demonstrated that Fort Myers Villas is 
comprised of the components which are 
considered in determining community 
status, i.e., schools, churches, library, 
banks, post office, shopping centers, 
newspapers, social and/or civic 
organizations, or other indicia. See 
Naples, Florida, 41 R.R. 2d 1549 at 1553 
(1972), Coker, Alabama, 43 R.R. 2d 190 
at 193 (1978), and Ansley, Alabama, BC 
Docket No. 81-154 (Mimeo No. 30462), 
adopted November 16, 1981. Therefore, 
petitioner is requested to submit 
additional information, based on the 
above factors, in an effort to establish 
Fort Myers Villas as a community, and 
in view of this requirement, the proposal 
herein is contingent upon an adequate 
showing to that effect. 

4. Arthur and Smith state that Sanibel 
is a thriving community which has 
experienced significant growth in recent 
years. It adds that the community has its 
own government unit, municipal 
services, an elementary school, civic 
organizations, churches, a library, 
hostelries, a health-care facility, limited 
transportation facilities, and 
recreational outlets. Additionally, it has 
two weekly newspapers available to its 
residents. According to Arthur and 
Smith, Sanibel is isolated from the 
mainland and is accessible only via the 
Sanibel Causeway. Further, they 
indicate that even though the community 
is culturally and economically isolated 
from the balance of Lee County and Fort 
Myers, there is a heavy amount of 
vehicular traffic, numbering in excess of 
100,000 vehicles using the Causeway 
during peak months. Additionally, they 
state that Sanibel’s economic base is 
derived from tourism, which accounts 
for a residency rate of approximately 
16,000 at the peak of the season, to 
approximately 8,000 persons at the low 
point of the season’s activities, as a 
final note, they advise that the nearest 
broadcast stations to Sanibel are in Fort 
Myers, and as Sanibel is an isolated 


3 Unless otherwise indicated, population figures 
herein are obtained from the 1980 U.S. Census, 
Advance Reports. 





coastal community subject to severe 
weather, it is of vital importance that its 
residents be apprised of predicted and 
rapidly changing atmospheric 
conditions. 

5. If the assignment is ultimately made 
to Fort Myers Villas, a site restriction of 
approximately 3.2 miles south/southeast 
of the community will be required to 
avoid short-spacing to Station WRBQ in 
Tampa, Florida. The Sanibel proposal 
could be made consistent with the 
minimum distance separation 
requirements of § 73.207 of the 
Commission’s rules. Additionally, a 
preclusion study was submitted for the 
Sanibel proposal which indicates that 
only the co-channel would be affected. 
However, it is indicated that all 
precluded incorporated municipalities, 
which would be affected by the Sanibel 
proposal, currently have FM 
assignments. 

6. As noted above, the 
counterproposal of Arthur and Smith is 
mutually exclusive with the Fort Myers 
proposal. A staff study indicates that the 
only other channel available to Sanibel 
or to Fort Myers Villas is Channel 292A. 
However, that channel was recently 
assigned to Cape Coral, Florida (BC 
Docket 81-565) released January 20, 
1982, (Mimeo No. 30701). Since Fort 
Myers Villas and Cape Coral are 
approximately 7.2 miles apart, and 
Sanibel is located approximately 8.0 
miles from Cape Coral, this assignment 
of Channel 292A to Cape Coral would 
make it available to either Fort Myers 
Villas or Sanibel pursuant to the 
provisions of § 73.203(b) of the 
Commission’s rules, the “10-mile” rule. 

7. In view of the competing petitions 
for assignments which could provide a 
first FM service to either location, 
comments are invited on the proposals 
to amend the FM Table of Assignments, 
§ 73.202(b) of the Commission’s rules, as 
follows: 


8. The Commission’s authority to 
institute rule making proceedings, 
showings required, cut-off procedures, 
and filing requirements are contained in 
the attached Appendix and are 
incorporated by reference herein. 

Note.—A showing of continuing interest is 
required by paragraph 2 of the Appendix 
before a channel will be assigned. 


9. Interested parties may file 


comments on or before March 22, 1982, 
and reply comments on or before April 
6, 1982. 

10. The Commission has determined 
that the relevant provisions of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1980 do not 
apply to rule making proceedings to 
amend the FM Table of Assignments, 

§ 73.202(b) of the Commission's Rules. 
See, Certification that Sections 603 and 
604 of the Regulatory Fléxibility Act Do 
Not Apply to Rule Making to Amend 

§§ 73.202(b), 73.504 and 73.606(b) of the 
Commission's Rules, 46 FR 11549, 
published February 9, 1981. 

11. For further information concerning 
this proceeding, contact Nancy V. 
Joyner, Broadcast Bureau, (202) 632- 
7792. However, members of the public 
should note that from the time a Notice 
of Proposed Rule Making is issued until 
the matter is no longer subject to 
Commission consideration or court 
review, all ex parte contacts are 
prohibited in Commission proceedings, 
such as this one, which involve channel 
assignments. An ex parte contact is a 
message (spoken or written) concerning 
the merits of a pending rule making 
other than comments officially filed at 
the Commission or oral presentation 
required by the Commission. 


(Secs. 4, 303, 48 Stat., as amended, 1066, 1082; 
47 U.S.C. 154, 303) 


Federal Communications Commission. 
Martin Blumenthal, 


Acting Chief, Policy and Rules Division, 
Broadcast Bureau. 


Appendix 


1. Pursuant to authority found in 
Sections 4(i), 5(d)(1), 303 (g) and (r), and 
307(b) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, and § 0.281(b)(6) of 
the Commission's rules, it is proposed to 
amend the FM Table of Assignments, 

§ 73.202(b) of the Commission’s Rules 
and Regulations, as set forth in the 
Notice of Proposed Rule Making to 
which this Appendix is attached. 

2. Showings Required. Comments are 
invited on the proposal(s) discussed in 
the Notice of Proposed Rule Making to 
which this Appendix is attached. 
Proponent(s) will be expected to answer 
whatever questions are presented in 
initial comments. The proponent of a 
proposed assignment is also expected to 
file comments even if it only resubmits 
or incorporates by reference its former 
pleadings. It should also restate its 
present intention to apply for the 
channel if it is assigned, and, if 
authorized, to build a station promptly. 
Failure to file may lead to denial of the 
request. 
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3. Cut-off Procedures. The following 
procedures will govern the 
consideration of filings in this 
proceeding. 

(a) Counterproposals advanced in this 
proceeding itself will be considered, if 
advanced in initial comments, so that 
parties may comment on them in reply 
comments. They will not be considered 
if advanced in reply comments. (See 
§ 1.420(d) of the Commission’s Rules.) 

(b) With respect to petitions for rule 
making which conflict with the 
proposal(s) in this notice, they will be 
considered as comments in the 
proceeding, and Public Notice to this 
efect will be given as long as they are 
filed before the date for filing initial 
comments herein. If they are filed later 
than that, they will not be considered in 
connection with the decision in this 
docket. 

(c) The filing of a counterproposal 
may lead the Commission to assign a 
different channel than was requested for 
any of the communities involved. 

4. Comments and Reply Comments; - 
Service. Pursuant to applicable 
procedures set out in §§ 1.415 and 1.420 
of the Commission's rules and 
regulations, interested parties may file 
comments and reply comments on or 
before the dates set forth in the notice of 
proposed rule making to which this 
Appendix is attached. All submissions 
by parties to this proceeding or persons 
acting on behalf of such parties must be 
made in written comments, reply 
comments, or other appropriate 
pleadings. Comments shall be served on 
the petitioner by the person filing the 
comments. Reply comments shall be 
served on the person(s) who filed 
comments to which the reply is directed. 
Such comments and reply comments 
shall be accompanied by a certificate of 
service. (See § 1.420 (a), (b) and (c) of 
the Commission's rules.) 

5. Number of Copies. In accordance 
with the provisions of Section 1.420 of 
the Commission's Rules and 
Regulations, an original and four copies 
of all comments, reply comments, 
pleadings, briefs, or other documents 
shall be furnished the Commission. 

6. Public Inspection of Filings. All 
filings made in this proceeding will be 
available for examination by interested 
parties during regular business hours in 
the Commission's Public Reference 
Room at its headquarters, 1919 M Street, 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

[FR Doc. 82-4236 Filed 2-16-82; 8:46 am] 
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M 
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47 CFR Part 73 


[BC Docket No. 82-60; RM-3979 and RM- 
4028] 


FM Broadcast Station in Brooklyn and 
Grinnell, lowa; Proposed Changes in 
Table of Assignments 


AGENCY: Federal Communications 
Commission. 


ACTION: Proposed rule. 


summary: Action taken herein proposes 
the assignment of a Class A FM channel 
to either Brooklyn or Grinnell, Iowa, in 
response to petitions filed by Mitchell 
Broadcasting Company and Pamela R. 
White, respectively. The proposals 
would provide a first FM commercial 
broadcast service to either community. 
DATES: Comments must be filed on or 
before March 22, 1982, and reply 
comments on or before April 6, 1982. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Montrose H. Tyree, Broadcast Bureau, 
(202) 632-7792. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 

Adopted: January 28, 1982. 

Released: February 5, 1982. 


In the matter of amendment of 
§ 73.202(b), Table of Assigments, FM 
Broadeast Stations. (Brooklyn and 
Grinnell, Iowa), BC Docket No. 82-60, 
RM-3979, RM-4028. Notice of proposed 
rulemaking. 

1. The Commission herein considers 
two separate petitions for rulemaking. 
The first was filed by Mitchell 
Broadcasting Company (“Mitchell”)? 
proposing the assignment of Channel 
257A to Brooklyn, Iowa, as its first 
assignment. The second petition was 
filed by Pamela R. White (“White”) 
which proposes the assignment of 
Channel 257A to Grinnell, lowa.? Since 
the distance between Brooklyn and 
Grinnell is approximately 19 kilometers 
(12 miles) and the required separation 
for co-channel Class A assignments is 
104 kilometers (65 miles), these 
proposals are considered mutually 
exclusive. No other channels are 
available for assignment to either 
community. Both petitioners stated their 
intent to apply for the channel if 
assigned. 

2. Brooklyn (population 1,509),° in 
Poweshiek County (population 19,306) is 
located approximately 96 kilometers (60 


1 Mitchell Broadcasting is licensee of AM Station 
KGRN, Grinnell, lowa. 

2 Public Notice of this petition was given October 
22, 1981, Report No. 1314. No Public Notice was 
given for the Brooklyn petition in accordance with 
new procedures adopted November 12, 1981, in BC 
Docket No. 80-130 (First Report and Order). 

* Population figures are taken from the 1980 U.S. 
Census. 


miles) east of Des Moines, Iowa. It is 
without local broadcast service. Grinnell 
(population 8,868), in Poeshiek County, 
is located approximately 72 kilomters 
(45 miles) east of Des Moines. It is 
served by daytime-only AM Station 
KGRN and noncommercial FM Station 
KDIC (Channel 203). 

3. Mitchell asserts that Brooklyn is an 
independent community governed by a 
major and municipal government. It has 
several community organizations, 
educational institutions and two weekly 
newspapers. Mitchell contends that in 
as much as Grinnell has two radio 
stations (both to be full-time soon), the 
public interest would be better served 
by utilizing Channel 257A at Brooklyn, 
which does not have local service. 
Finally, Mitchell claims that Brooklyn 
has clearly defined needs which could 
be served by a local broadcast station. 
In support of the proposed assignment to 
Grinnell, White states that Grinnell is an 
important manufacturing, retail and 
wholesale business center with a 
number of community facilities, which 
includes a hospital, library and 
charitable and social organizations. 

4. Although Grinnell is the larger of 
the two communities, our priorities 
place greater weight on the provision of 
a first local service to as many 
communities as possible. Since there are 
no other channels available to either 
community, we shall provide each 
proponent an opportunity to further 
demonstrate, in comments to this 
proposal, why its community should 
receive the assignment. The assignment 
of Channel 257A to Grinnell would 
require a site restriction of 
approximately .9 miles east of the city. 

5. In view of the foregoing, the 
Commission proposes to amend the FM 
Table of Assignments, §73.202(b) of the 
Commission’s rules, with regard to the 
following city: 


Channel No. 





Brooklyn, lowa 


or 
Grinnell, lowa 


6. The Commission's authority to 
institute rule making proceedings, 
showings required, cut-off procedures, 
and filing requirements are contained in 
the attached Appendix and are 
incorporated by reference herein. 

Note.—A showing of continuing interest is 
required by paragraph 2 of the Appendix 
before a channel will be assigned. 


7. Interested parties may file 
comments on or before March 22, 1982, 


and reply comments on or before April 
6, 1982. 

8. The Commission has determined 
that the relevant provisions of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act of 1980 do not 
apply to rule making proceedings to 
amend the FM Table of Assignments, 
§73.202{b) of the Commission's Rules. 
See, Certification that Sections 603 and 
604 of the Regulatory Flexibility Act Do 
Not Apply to Ruie Making to Amend 
§§73.202{b), 73.504 and 73.606(b) of the 
Commission’s Rules, 46 FR 11549, 
published February 9, 1981. 

9. For further information concerning 
this proceeding, contact Montrose 
Tyree, Broadcast Bureau, (202) 632-7792. 
However, members of the public should 
note that from the time a Notice of 
Proposed Rule Making is issued until the 
matter is no longer subject to 
Commission consideration or court 
review, all ex parte contacts are 
prohibited in Commission proceedings, 
such as this one, which involve channel 
assignments. An ex parte contact is a 
message (spoken or written} concerning 
the merits of a pending rule making 
other than comments officially filed at 
the Commission or oral presentation 
required by the Commission. 


(Secs. 4, 303, 48 Stat., as amended, 1066, 1082; 
47 U.S.C. 154, 303) 


Federal Communications Commission. 
Martin Blumenthal, 

Acting Chief, Policy and Rules Division, 
Broadcast Bureau. 


Appendix 


1. Pursuant to authority found in 
Sections 4{i), 5{d)(1), 303 {g) and fr), and 
307{b) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, and § 0.281(b)(6) of 
the Commission's rules, it is proposed to 
amend the FM Table of Assignments, 

§ 73.202(b) of the Commission's Rules 
and Regulations, as set forth in the 
notice of proposed rule making to which 
this Appendix is attached. 

2. Showings Required. Comments are 
invited on the proposal(s) discussed in 
the Notice of Proposed Rule Making to 
which this Appendix is attached. 
Proponent(s) will be expected to answer 
whatever questions are presented in 
initial comments. The proponent of a 
proposed assignment is also expected to 
file comments even if it only resubmits 
or incorporates by reference its former 
pleadings. It should also restate its 
present intention to apply for the 
channel if it is assigned, and, if 
authorized, to build a station promptly. 
Failure to file may lead to denial of the 
request. 

3. Cut-off Procedures. The following 
procedures will govern the 





consideration of filings in this 
proceeding. 

(a) Counterproposals advanced in this 
proceeding itself will be considered, if 
advanced in initial comments, so that 
parties may comment on them in reply 
comments. They will not be considered 
if advanced in reply comments. (See 
§ 1.420(d) of the Commission's rules.) 

(b) With respect to petitions for rule 
making which conflict with the 
proposal(s) in this notice, they will be 
considered as comments in the 
proceeding, and Public Notice to this 
effect will be given as long as they are 
filed before the date for filing initial 
comments herein. If they are filed later 
than that, they will not be considered in 
connection with the decision in this 
docket. 

(c) The filing of a counterproposal 
may lead the Commission to assign a 
different channel than was requested for 
any of the communities involved. 

4. Comments and Reply Comments; 
Service. Pursuant to applicable 
procedures set out in §§ 1.415 and 1.420 
of the Commission’s Rules and 
Regulations, interested parties may file 
comments and reply comments on or 
before the dates set forth in the notice of 
proposed rule making to which this 
Appendix is attached. All submissions 
by parties to this proceeding or persons 
acting on behalf of such parties must be 
made in written comments, reply 
comments, or other appropriate 
pleadings. Comments shall be served on 
the petitioner by the person filing the 
comments. Reply comments shall be 
served on the person(s) who filed 
comments to which the reply is directed. 
Such comments and reply comments 
shall be accompanied by a certificate of 


service. (See § 1.420 (a), (b) and (c) of 
the Commission’s rules.) 

5. Number of Copies. In accordance 
with the provisions of Section 1.420 of 
the Commission’s Rules and 
Regulations, an original and four copies 
of all comments, reply comments, 
pleadings, briefs, or other documents 
shall be furnished the Commission. 

6. Public Inspection of Filings. All 
filings made in this proceeding will be 
available for examination by interested 
parties during regular business hours in 
the Commission's Public Reference 
Room at its headquarters, 1919 M Street, 
N.W., Washington, D.C. 

[FR Doc. 82-4235 Filed 2~16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M 


INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


49 CFR Part 1051 
[Ex Parte No. MC-147] 


Information Required on Receipts and 
Bills—Responsibility for Loading and 
Unloading Motor Vehicles 


AGENCY: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

ACTION: Notice of withdrawal of 
proposed rule. 


SUMMARY: On October 23, 1980, the 
Commission issued for public comment 
(45 FR 72233, October 31, 1980) a 
proposal to require that common and 
contract motor carriers, subject to the 
jurisdiction of the Commission, specify 
on every receipt or bill of lading who is 
responsible for loading and unloading 
the property onto and from the motor 
vehicle and the compensation, if any, to 
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be paid for this service. The Commission 
has completed its review of the 
submitted comments and concluded that 
the proposed rule will not provide 
significant public benefits. Accordingly, 
the proposed rule will be withdrawn and 
the proceeding is terminated. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Dan Campbell, (202) 275-7612. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Comments on the proposed rule have 
been received and reviewed. The 
proposed rule would require a statement 
as to loading and unloading 1 ~ 
responsibility in bills of lading or freight 
bills of regulated motor carriers. The 
purpose of the rule was to make‘certain 
the agreement on loading and unloading. 
It appears, however, that the proposed 
rule, as a practical matter, is 
unworkable. Loading and unloading 
questions are, in most instances, already 
governed by a motor carrier’s lawfully 
filed tariffs. In many instances, bills of 
lading are prepared by shippers for the 
use of carriers. The shippers have little 
knowledge of the tariffs or leases 
controlling this question. The cost of 
implementing the provision would vastly 
exceed any benefit to be derived from 
the rule. 

This is not a significant action 
adversely affecting the quality of the 
human environment or the conservation 
of energy resources. 

(49 U.S.C. 10321 and 5 U.S.C. 553) 

Decided: February 9, 1982. 

By the Commission, Chairman Taylor, Vice 
Chairman Gilliam, Commissioners Gresham 
and Clapp. 

James H. Bayne, 

Acting Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4105 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 





Notices 


Federal Register 
Vol. 47, No. 32 


Wednesday, February 17, 1982 








This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains documents other than rules or 
proposed rules that are applicable to the 
public. Notices of hearings and 
investigations, committee meetings, agency 
decisions and rulings, delegations of 
authority, filing of petitions and 
applications and agency statements of 
organization and functions are examples 
of documents appearing in this section. 


ADVISORY COUNCIL ON HISTORIC 
PRESERVATION 


Programmatic memorandum of 
Agreement Regarding Preservation 
Pian and Treatment of Historic 
Properties on Lands Administered by 
Naval Air Station, North Island, Calif. 


AGENCY: Advisory Council on Historic 
Preservation. 


ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: The Advisory Council on 
Historic Preservation proposes to 
execute a Programmatic Memorandum 
of Agreement pursuant to § 800.8 of the 
regulations, “Protection of Historic and 
Cultural Properties” (36 CFR Part 800) 
with the Department of the Navy (Naval 
Air Station, North Island), and the 
California State Historic Preservation 
Officer concerning activities on lands 
administered by Naval Air Station, 
North Island as part of the on-going 
mission at the station and the effects 
such activities may have on historic 
properties. The agreement establishes a 
system that will ensure adequate 
consideration is given to historic and 
cultural properties in planning and 
carrying out such activities; in order to 
meet the requirements of Section 106 of 
the National Historic Preservation Act 
(16 U.S.C. 470). 


COMMENTS DUE: March 19, 1982. 


appress: Comments should be 
addressed to Executive Director, 
Advisory Council on Historic 
Preservation, 44 Union Boulevard, Suite 
616, Lakewood, Colorado 80228. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mr. Stanley Riggle, Archeologist, 
Western Division of Project Review, 
Advisory Council on Historic 
Preservation, 44 Union Boulevard, Suite 
616, Lakewood, Colorado 80228, (303) 
234-4946. 


Dated: February 10, 1982. 
Robert R. Garvey, Jr., 
Executive Director. 

[FR Doc. 82-4080 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-10-M 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 
[Docket No. 40253; Order 82-2-49] 


Application of Northeast Sunrise 
Airlines, inc. for a Certificate of Public 
Convenience and Necessity 


AGENCY: Civil Aeronautics Board. 


ACTION: Notice of Order Instituting a 
Fitness Determination of Northeast 
Sunrise Airlines, Inc., 82-2-49. 


SUMMARY: The Board is issuing an order 


instituting a fitness investigation of 
Northeast Sunrise Airlines, Inc. 
DATE: Persons wishing to file petitions to 
intervene in the Northeast Sunrise 
Fitness Investigation shall file their 
petitions in Docket 40253 by March 22, 
1982 and serve such filings on all 
persons listed below. 
ADDRESSES: Petitions to intervene 
should be filed in the Dockets Section, 
Civil Aeronautics Board, Washington, 
D.C. 20428, in Docket 40253, Application 
of Northeast Sunrise Airlines, Inc. for a 
certificate of public convenience and 
necessity. In addition, copies of such 
filings should be served on: Northeast 
Sunrise Airlines, Inc.; the Mayors of 
Albany, NY, Atlanta, GA, Boston, MA, 
Buffalo, NY, Chicago, IL, Dallas/Ft. 
Worth, TX, Detroit, MI, Houston, TX, 
Jacksonville, FL, Louisville, KY, Miami, 
FL, Minneapolis/St. Paul, MN, New 
York, NY, Newark, NJ, Orlando, FL, 
Philadelphia, PA, Wilmington, DE, 
Providence, RI, San Juan, PR, St. Croix, 
VI, and Washington, D.C.; the managers 
of these cities’ airports; The State 
Departments of Transportation or 
Aeronautics Commissions of New York, 
Georgia, Massachusetts, Illinois, Texas, 
Michigan, Kentucky, Minnesota, New 
Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Rhode 
Island, Puerto Rico, the Virgin Islands 
and Washington, D.C.; and the Federal 
Aviation Administration. 

Service will also be required on any 
other person filing petitions. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Lawrence R. Krevor, Bureau of Domestic 
Aviation, Civil Aeronautics Board, 1825 
Connecticut Avenue, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20428; (202) 673-5333. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
complete text of Order 82-2-49 is 
available from our Distribution Section, 
Room 100, 1825 Connecticut Avenue, 
N.W., Washington, D.C. Persons outside 
the metropolitan area may send a 
postcard request for Order 82-2-49 to 
the Distribution Section, Civil 
Aeronautics Board, Washington, D.C. 
20428. 


By the Civil Aeronautics Board: February 9, 
1982. 
Phyllis T. Kaylor, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 82-4145 Filed 2-16-82: 8:45 amj 
BILLING CODE 6320-01-M 


[Orders 82-2-19 and 82-1-48} 


Commuter Fitness Determination; 
Nolan Enterprises, Inc., et al. 


The Board is proposing to find the 
following carriers fit, willing and able to 
provide commuter air carrier service 
under Section 419 (c)(2) of the Federal 
Aviation Act, as amended, and that 
aircraft used in this service conform to 
applicable safety standards. 


82-2-19 | Nolan Enterprises, Inc., db.a | Feb. 24, 1982 
Piper Air Center. . 
82-1-48 | Lake Union Air Service, inc. 


All interested persons wishing to 
respond to the Board's tentative fitness 
determination shall serve their 
responses on all persons listed in 
Attachment A of the respective orders 
and file response or additional data for 
Orders 82-2-19 and 82-2-48 with the 
Special Authorities Division, Room 915, 
1825 Connecticut Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20428. 

The complete text of the orders is 
available from the Distribution Section, 
Room 100, 1825 Connecticut Avenue, 
Washington, D.C. 20426. Persons outside 
the metropolitan area may send a 
postcard request to the above address. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 

J. Kevin Kennedy, Bureau of Domestic 
Aviation, Civil Aeronautics Board, 1825 
Connecticut Avenue, Washington, D.C. 
20428 (202) 673-5918. 





By the Civil Aeronautics Board: February 9, 
1982. 
Phyllis T. Kaylor, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 82-4146 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6320-01-M 


[Docket No. 40364; Order 82-2-62] 


Order Concerning Mail Rates; Western 
Yukon Air 


Order 82-2-62, February 11, 1982, 
Docket 40364, fixes temporary intra- 
Alaska service mail rates for Delta 
Development Corporation d/b/a 
Western Yukon Air at the rates 
established for Wien Air Alaska in 
Order 80-12-152. 

Copies of the order are available from 
the Civil Aeronautics Board distribution 
Section, Room 100, 1825 Connecticut 
Avenue, NW., Washington, D.C. 20428. 
Persons outside the Washington 
metropolitan area may send a postcard 
request. 

Phyllis T. Kaylor, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4144 Filed 2-16-82 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6320-01-M 


COMMISSION ON CIVIL RIGHTS 


Maine Advisory Committee; Agenda 
and Notice of Open Meeting 


Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Rules and Regulations 
of the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights, 
that a meeting of the Maine Advisory 
Committee to the Commission will 
convene at 7:00 p.m., and will end at 9:30 
p.m., on March 11, 1982, at the Maine 
Teachers Association Building, 35 
Community Drive, Augusta, Maine, 
04330. The purpose of this meeting is to 
review the public’s response to the 
release of the report on the Civil Rights 
Developments in Maine 1981; testimony 
on domestic violence; brochure on 
Indian rights; and discuss program plans 
for fiscal year 1982. 

Persons desiring additional 
information or planning a presentation 
to the Committee, should contact the 
Chairperson, Lois G. Reckitt, 38 Myrtle 
Avenue, South Portland, Maine, 04106, 
(207) 799-0744 or the New England 
Regional Office, 55 Summer Street, 8th 
Floor, Boston, Massachusetts, 02110, 
(617) 223-4671. 

The meeting will be conducted 
pursuant to the provisions of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission. 


Dated at Washington, D.C., February 10, 
1982. 
John I. Binkley, 
Advisory Committee Management Officer. 
[FR Doc. 82-4205 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6335-01-M 


Massachusetts Advisory Committee; 
Agenda and Notice of Open Meeting 


Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Rules and Regulations 
of the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights, 
that a meeting of the Massachusetts 
Advisory Committee to the Commission 
will convene at 4:00 p.m., and will end at 
6:00 p.m., on March 3, 1982, at the New 
England Regional Office, 55 Summer 
Street, 8th Floor, Boston, Massachusetts, 
02110. The Subcommittee on Affirmative 
Action in the Private Sector will discuss 
the progress made to date in that area. 

Persons desiring additional 
information or planning a presentation 
to the Committee, should contact the 
Chairperson, Bradford E. Brown, 17 
Roberta Jean Circle, Post Office Box 95, 
East Falmouth, Massachusetts, 02536, 
(617) 548-5123 or the New England 
Regional Office, 55 Summer Street, 8th 
Floor, Boston, Massachusetts 02110, 
(617) 223-4671. 

The meeting will be conducted 
pursuant to the provisions of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., February 11, 
1982. 

John I. Binkley 

Advisory Committee Management Officer. 
[FR Doc. 82-4206 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6335-01-M 


New Hampshire Advisory Committee; 
Agenda and Notice of Open Meeting 


Notice is hereby given, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Rules and Regulations 
of the U.S. Commission on Civil Rights, 
that a meeting of the New Hampshire 
Advisory Committee to the Commission 
will convene at 7:30 p.m., and will end at 
9:30 p.m., on March 10, 1982, at the 
Federal Building, 275 Chestnut Street, 
Manchester, New Hampshire, 03110. The 
purpose of this meeting is to discuss 
program planning for fiscal year 1983. 

Persons desiring additional 
information or planning a presentation 
to the Committee, should contact the 
Chairperson, Sylvia F. Chaplain, 7 
Wendover Way, Bedford, New 
Hamsphire, 03102, (602) 625-5335 or the 
New England Regional Office, 55 
Summer Street, 8th Floor, Boston, 
Massachusetts, 02110, (167) 223-4671. 

The meeting will be conducted 
pursuant to the provisions of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission. 
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Dated at Washington, D.C., February 11, 
1982. 
John I. Binkley, 
Advisory Committee Management Officer. 
[FR Doc. 82-4207 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6335-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
international Trade Administration 


Certain Footwear From India; Final 
Results of Administrative Review of 
Countervailing Duty Order 


AGENCY: International Trade 
Administration, Commerce. 


ACTION: Notice of Final Results of 
Administrative Review of 
Countervailing Duty Order. 


SUMMARY: On August 12, 1981, the 
Department of Commerce published in 
the Federal Register a notice of the 
preliminary results of its administrative 
review of the countervailing duty order 
with respect to certain footwear from 
India. The review covers the period 
January 1, 1980 through December 31, 
1980. The notice stated that the 
Department had preliminarily 
determined that the ad valorem rates of 
net subsidy were 15.08 percent for 
leather footwear and 12.58 percent for 
leather uppers other than unlasted 
leather uppers. Interested parties were 
invited to comment. After analysis of all 
comments received, the Department 
determines that countervailing duties at 
the rates indicated shall be assessed on 
unliquidated entries of merchandise 
entered on or after January 1, 1980, and 
exported on or before December 31, 
1980. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: February 17, 1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Joseph A. Black, Office of Compliance, 
Room 2096, International Trade 
Administration, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230 
(202-377-1774). 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Background 


On October 26, 1979 the Department 
of the Treasury published in the Federal 
Register (T.D. 79-275, 44 FR 61588) a 
countervailing duty order on certain 
footwear from India. On August 12, 1981, 
the Department of Commerce (“the 
Department”) published in the Federal 
Register (46 FR 40781) a notice of the 
preliminary results of its administrative 
review of the countervailing duty order 
regarding this merchandise. The 
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Department has now completed that 
review. 


Scope of the Review 


The merchandise covered by this 
review is leather footwear (except 
sandals, slippers, huaraches and 
chappals) and leather uppers other than 
unlasted leather uppers. This 
merchandise is currently classifiable in 
the Tariff Schedules of the United States 
under item numbers 700.05 through 
700.95 (except items 700.28, 700.51, 
700.52, 700.54, 700.60 and 700.90). In our 
preliminary results we indicated that we 
had received a request from the 
Government of India to review our 
clarification of the definition of sandals 
published in the Federal Register on 
January 14, 1981 (46 FR 3254). The 
clarification defined sandals as 
“footwear generally consisting of a sole 
held to the foot by uppers, composed of 
thongs or straps, with heel height of not 
over one inch, or without heels.” 

The Indian government proposed an 
additional clarification which would 
remove the heel height limitation on 
sandals. The question of what leather 
footwear was excluded by Treasury 
from the order depended on the amount 
of rebate of indirect taxes a product 
received under the Cash Compensatory 
Support (“CCS”) program. The final 
determination reiterated the preliminary 
determination that products receiving a 
5 percent cash rebate upon export were 
not subject to countervailing duties. 
Treasury determined sandals (without 
further description) fell into this 
category. 

During the comment period of this 
review we received additional 
comments from the Indian government 
and importers of this merchandise that 
proposed that sandals should be defined 
in terms of whether they have open 
fronts, sides or backs. Treasury received 
two communications from the 
Government of India in Novmeber and 
December 1979 after the imposition of 
the order which contained different 
definitions of the term sandals. The 
information in these comments has not 
been verified. 

After a review ofthe record in the 
original investigation, and comments 
received during the present review, we 
have determined that leather footwear 
means full shoes with leather uppers. 
We have also determined that sandals 
are defined as footwear consisting of a 
sole held to the foot by uppers 
exclusively composed of thongs or 
straps without regard to heel height. 
There was nothing contained in the 
record of the investigation to justify the 

_inclusion of the one inch heel height 
limitation. 


Without verification of the class of 
merchandise that received a 5 percent 
CCS payment at the time of the 
investigation, we cannot determine 
whether footwear that is not leather 
footwear or sandals, as defined above, 
and not slippers, huaraches or chappals, 
is within or excluded from the scope of 
the order. Therefore, entries of the 
subject merchandise that are nct leather 
footwear or sandals, as defined above, 
and not slippers, huaraches or chappals, 
remain suspended until the Department 
can resolve the issue. 

The review covers the period January 
1, 1980 through December 31, 1980 and is 
limited to the programs cited in T.D. 79- 


275. These programs are: (1) Short-term - 


preferential financing, (2) a deduction 
from taxable income of up to 133 percent 
of overseas business expenses, and (3) 
cash rebates on export under the CCS 
program. 


Analysis of Comments Received 


The Government of India officially 
declined to respond to our questionnaire 
requesting information on the status of 
benefits bestowed on footwear under 
these three programs during the review 
period. Therefore, the Department is 
using the data developed by Treasury in 
its investigation of this merchandise as 
the best information available. The ad 
valorem benefits using this information 
are: 0.03 percent under the short-term 
preferential financing program; 0.05 
percent under the overseas business 
expense deduction program; and 15 
percent for leather footwear and 12.5 
percent for leather uppers other than 
unlasted leather uppers under the CCS 
program. 

(1) Comment: Information currently 
available to the Department 
demonstrates that an increase in 
countervailing duty based on the CCS 
payment would be inappropriate. 

Determination: The original 
investigation record contains data 
regarding the indirect tax experience of 
several of the manufacturers of footwear 
in India; however, there is no indication 
in the record that any attempt was made 
by the Government of India to calculate 
the indirect tax incidence on the 
footwear industry in India, or that such 
tax incidence specifically was taken into 
account in determining CCS payments. 
Without such a demonstration we have 
no recourse but to find that the full 
amount of the CCS payment constitutes 


a subsidy under the Tariff Act of 1930 


(‘the Tariff Act”), as amended by the 
Trade Agreements Act of 1979 (“the 
TAA”). 

(2) Comment: The final review and 
assessment of countervailing duties 
should be suspended until the 


International Trade Commission (“the 
ITC”) makes an injury determination in 
this case. 

Determination: On September 25, 
1981, the United States recognized India 
as a “country under the Agreement,” as 
defined in section 701(b) of the Tariff 
Act, and as such, this order is subject to 
an injury determination by the ITC. On 
October 13, 1981, the ITC notified the 
Department of India’s request for such a 
determination. 

Section 104(b)(3) of the TAA provides 
that the Department shall suspend 
liquidation of entries of the affected 
merchandise made on or after the date 
of receipt of the ITC’s notification. 
However, entries prior to that date must 
still be liquidated according to the 
results of a section 751 review without 
regard to the question of injury. The 
present review applies to 1980 entries. 
Thus, these entries must be liquidated 
without regard to the question of injury. 

(3) Comment: Estimated duty deposits 
should not be increased during the 
pendency of the ITC determination 
because that decision is “likely” to be 
negative. 

Determination: The Department is not 
authorized to judge the merits of an ITC 
injury investigation. We must follow the 
requirements of section 751 of the Tariff 
Act to conduct annual reviews and to 
establish estimated duty deposit rates 
based on those reviews. 

(4) Comment: A retroactive increase 
of countervailing duties is improper 
because it violates the Agreement on 
Interpretation and Application of 
Articles VI, XVI and XXIII of the 
General Agreement on Tariffs and 
Trade (“the Subsidies Code’’). 

Determination: The Indian 
government points to Article 5, 
paragraph 6 of the Subsidies Code 
which states, “{i)f the definitive 
contervailing duty is higher than the 
amount guaranteed by the cash deposit 
or bond, the difference shall not be 
collected.” 

Section 707(a)(1) of the Tariff Act 
reflects this provision of the Subsidies 
Code. Section 707(a)(1) applies to 
estimated deposits made under section 
703(d)(2), that is, deposits required by 
the administering authority as the result 
of an affirmative preliminary 
determination. Article 5 of the Subsidies 
Code and section 707{a)(1) of the Tariff 
Act govern the application of 
provisional measures and are not 
applicable to this case which concerns 
estimated duties deposited under a 
countervailing duty order. Section 
707(b)(1) of the Tariff Act, instead, 
applies to this situation. It requires that 
the difference between the deposit of 





estimated duties and the duty 
determined under a countervailing duty 
order “* * * be collected, to the extent 
that the deposit under section 706(a)(3) 
is lower than the duty determined under 
the order”. Section 707(b)(1) is 
consistent with Article 4, paragraph 2 of 
the Subsidies Code which covers the 
imposition of definitive duties. This 
provision only states that definitive 
duties may not exceed the amount of the 
subsidy. 

Section 707(b) states that the 
difference in duties shall be collected 
after the ITC (“Commission”) makes an 
affirmative injury determination. Since 
there has not been an injury 
determination the Government of India 
maintains that this provision is not 
applicable. This position ignores section 
103(b) of the TAA which amends section 
303 of the Tariff Act and which provides 
that duties imposed under section 303 
shall be done in accordance with Title 
VII of the TAA (countervailing duties) 
except that “* * * any reference to 
determinations by the Commission 
* * * shall be disregarded.” Since this 
was a section 303 case for the period of 
the review and is governed by that 
provision, the determination by the 
Commission cited in 707(b) is not 
required and therefore irrelevant to this 
review. 

(5) Comment: The General Agreement 
on Tariffs and Trade prohibits non-tariff 
barriers to trade under Article XI, and 
- the threat of a retroactive increase in 
duty is a de facto non-tariff barrier. 

Determination: As discussed above, 
the Department's action is consistent 
with United States law and the 
Subsidies Code. Accordingly, it 
constitutes a permissible action and is 
not a non-tariff barrier to trade. 

(6) Comment: Section 1504 of Title 19 
of the United States Code requires 
liquidation within one year after the 
date of entry; therefore, a retroactive 
increase in duty going back two years 
appears to contravene the law. 

With certain exceptions, 19 U.S.C. 
1504 requires liquidation within one 
year. Under paragraph 1504(b)(2), 
liquidation may be extended if 
“liquidation is suspended as required by 
statute.” 

Since the statutory scheme of section 
751 of the Tariff Act requires the 
retroactive assessment of countervailing 
duties, suspension of liquidation of 
entries covered by the countervailing 
duty order is necessary to the 
implementation of section 751. When the 
review is completed, the suspended 
entries that were made during the 
review period are liquidated at the rate 
calculated during that review. 
Liquidation of all subsequent entries 


subject to the same order is suspended 
and estimated duties are deposited at 
the new rate pending the results of the 
next section 751 review. If the 
Department does not finish its review 
within 12 months beginning on the 
anniversary of the date of publication of 
the order, it is necessary for Customs to 
continue to suspend liquidation until the 
Department completes its review and 
informs Customs of the rate at which 
suspended entries are to be liquidated 
and deposits for future entries under the 
order are to be made. 

Where a statute imposes a duty upon 
a governmental agency to carry out the 
express statutory purposes and 
objectives, the statute carries with it by 
necessary implication the authority to 
effect the legislative mandate and 
purpose. Accordingly, the authority to 
order suspension of liquidation is 
present by necessary implication in 
section 751 and suspension of 
liquidation beyond one year is 
permissible under 19 U.S.C. 1504(b)(2). 


Final Results of Review 


As a result of our review, we 
determine that the total net subsidy 
conferred by the programs cited above 
is 15.08 percent for leather footwear as 
defined and 12.58 percent for leather 
uppers other than unlasted leather 
uppers for the period of the review. 
Accordingly, the Department will 
instruct the Customs Service to assess 
countervailing duties in those amounts 
on the f.0.b. invoice price on the 
merchandise entered, or withdrawn 
from warehouse, for consumption on or 
after January 1, 1980, and exported on or 
before December 31, 1980. Entries of 
sandals as defined in this notice shall be 
liquidated without regard to 
countervailing duties. 

As explained above these instructions 
do not apply to the subject merchandise 
that does not meet our definition of 
leather footwear or sandals and are not 
slippers, huaraches, or chappals. Entries 
of such merchandise shall remain 
suspended until further notice. 

The assessment of countervailing 
duties by the Customs Service is subject 
to the provisions of section 778 of the 
Tariff Act which require interest on 
overpayments or underpayments of the 
amounts deposited as estimated 
countervailing duties. The rate at which 
such interest is payable is the rate in 
effect under section 6621 of the Internal 
Revenue Code of 1954 on the date of 
determination of these final results. That 
rate currently is 12 percent per annum. 
The interest shall be calculated from the 
date of payment of estimated duties 
through the date of liquidation. 
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As required by section 751(a)(1) of the 
Tariff Act, a cash deposit of estimated 
countervailing duties of 15.08 percent of 
the f.0.b. invoice price for leather 
footwear and 12.58 percent of the f.o.b. 
invoice price for leather uppers other 
than unlasted leather uppers shall be 
required on shipments of this 
merchandise entered, or withdrawn 
from warehouse, on or after the date of 
publication of these final results. 
Leather footwear that is not specifically 
excluded shall be subject to the 15.08 
percent deposit requirement. 

The Department intends to complete 
the next administrative review by the 
end of October 1982. The amount of 
countervailing duties to be imposed on 
exports made during 1981 will be 
determined during that review. 
Consequently, the suspension of 
liquidation previously ordered will 
continue on all shipments exported on . 
or after January 1, 1981. 

This administrative review and notice 
are in accordance with section 751(a)(1) 
of the Tariff Act (19 U.S.C. 1675(a)(1)) 
and § 355.41 of the Commerce 
Regulations (19 CFR 355.41). 

Gary N. Horlick, 

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration. 

February 10, 1982. 

[FR Doc. 82-4208 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510-25-M 


Chains and Parts Thereof, of iron or 
Steel, From Spain; Preliminary Results 
of Administrative Review of 
Countervailing Duty Order 


AGENCY: International Trade 
Administration, Commerce. 


ACTION: Notice of Preliminary Results of 
Administrative Review. of 
Countervailing Duty Order. 


SUMMARY: The Department of 
Commerce has conducted an 
administrative review of the 
countervailing duty order on chains and 
parts thereof, of iron or steel, from 
Spain. The review covers the period 
January 1, 1980 through December 31, 
1980. As a result of the review, the 
Department has preliminarily 
determined to assess countervailing 
duties equal to the calculated value of 
the net subsidy, 12.95 percent of the 
f.o.b. invoice price of the merchandise. 
Interested parties are invited to 
comment on these preliminary results. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: February 17, 1982. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ms. Lorenza Olivas, Office of 
Compliance, Import Administration, 
International Trade Administration, U.S. 
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Department of Commerce, Washington, 
D.C. 20230 (202-377-1775). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Background 


On April 21, 1981, the Department of 
Commerce (the “Department”) 
published in the Federal Register (46 FR 
22776) the final results of the first 
administrative review of the 
countervailing duty order on chains and 
parts thereof, of iron or steel, from Spain 
(43 FR 3258, January 24, 1978). The 
Department announced in the notice of 
April 21, 1981, its intent to, conduct the 
next administrative review prior to the 
next anniversary of the date of 
publication of the order. As required by 
section 751 of the Tariff Act of 1930 
(“the Tariff Act’), the Department has 
conducted that administrative review. 


Scope of the Review 


Imports covered by the review are 
chains and parts thereof, of iron or steel. 
They are currently classifiable under 
items 652.24, 652.27, 652.30, 652.33, and 
652.35 of the Tariff Schedules of the 
United States. 

The review covers the period January 
1, 1980 through December 31, 1980. The 
Department reviewed two programs: (1) 
The Desgravacion Fiscal a la 
Exportacion (“Desgravacion Fiscal”), 
which was the only program found 
contervailable in the final determination 
and (2) an operating capital loans 
program, which has been found 
countervailable in another investigation. 


Analysis of the Programs: 


(1) Desgravacion Fiscal a la 
Exportacion 


Spain employs a cascading tax 
system, that is, a turnover tax based 
upon the total value of inputs at each 
transaction level, rather than upon the 
value added at each level. Under this 
system, the indirect taxes paid include 
both taxes levied at-the final stage of 
production and prior stage taxes 
incorporated in the input costs of raw 
materials, energy and services used in 
the final stage of production. The 
Spanish government studied the 
incidence of prior stage taxes on inputs 
in various sectors of the economy in 
order to determine more precisely the 
cumulative indirect tax incidence on the 
exported product. 

Although the Spanish government 
rebates upon exportation all indirect 
taxes paid under the cascading tax 
system, the Tariff Act allows the rebate 
of only the following: (1) Taxes borne by 
inputs which are physically 
incorporated in the exported product 
(see Annex 1.1 of part 355 of the 


Commerce Regulations) and (2) indirect 
taxes levied at the final stage (see 
Annex 1.2 of part 355 of the 
Regulations). If the tax rebate upon 
export exceeds the total amount of 
allowable indirect taxes described 
above, the Department considers the 
difference to be an overrebate of 
indirect taxes and, therefore, a subsidy. 

Because the incidence of such taxes 
varies from product to product, the 
Department must analyze the tax 
incidence of the product in question in 
order to determine whether the payment 
under the Desgravacion Fiscal exceeds 
the incidence of taxes which may be 
rebated under the Tariff Act. 

The Government of Spain provided no 
response to our questionnaire of April 
28, 1981 nor to our follow-up requests for 
information. Therefore, we are unable to 
determine the incidence of rebatable 
indirect taxes borne by this product. 
Absent this information, the Department 
considers the entire amount of the 
Desgravacion Fiscal to be an overrebate 
of indirect taxes with respect to this 
product, and, therefore, countervailable 
in full. The Desgravacion Fiscal rate of 


_ 12.50 percent, established in Law 6/1976, 


still applies to exports of this 
merchandise to the United States. 
Therefore, we determine preliminarily 
that the net subsidy conferred under this 
program is 12.50 percent of the f.o.b. 
invoice price. The Department 
emphasizes that this preliminary 
determination is due solely to the lack of 
information on this product, and does 
not contradict determinations by the 
Departments of Treasury and Commerce 
that the Desgravacion Fiscal is intended 
and does operate to rebate indirect 
taxes. ; 


(2) Operating Capital Loans 


The Spanish government requires 
banks to set aside funds to provide 
operating capital loans. These loans are 
made for a period of less than one year 
at an 8 percent interest rate which is 1.5 
percent below the commercially 
available rate of 9.5 percent in 1980. The 
maximum loan prinicpal available to a 
given exporter is determined as a 
percentage of the firm’s previous year's 
exports. This amount may be increased 
by 10 percent if the firm has a 
government-issued Exporter’s Card. 

In the absence of information on 
utilization of the operating capital loans 
program, we assumed a maximum 
eligibility of 30 percent. For 1980, we 
preliminarily determine the subsidy 
attributable to this program to be 0.45 
percent of the f.0.b. invoice price of the 
merchandise. 


Preliminary Results of the Review 


As a result of our review, we 
preliminarily determine that the net 
subsidies conferred by the two programs 
cited above during the period of review 
for chains and parts thereof, of iron or 
steel, are 12.50 percent and 0.45 percent 
ad valorem, respectively. Accordingly, 
the Department intends to instruct the 
Customs Service to assess 
countervailing duties of 12.95 percent of 
the f.0.b. invoice price on shipments 
exported during the period January 1, 
1980 through December 31, 1980. 

Further, we intend to instruct the 
Customs Service to collect a cash 
deposit of estimated duties of 12.95 
percent of the f.o.b. invoice price on all 
shipments of chains and parts thereof, of 
iron or steel, from Spain entered, or 
withdrawn from warehouse, for 
consumption on or after the date of 
publication of the final results of this 
administrative review. This deposit 
requirement shall remain in effect until 
publication of the final results of the 
next administrative review. 

Pending publication of the final results 
of the present review, the existing 
deposit of estimated countervailing 
duties at the 12.50 percent rate specified 
in the notice of April 21, 1981, shall 
continue to be required on each entry, or 
withdrawal from warehouse, for 
consumption of this merchandise, and 
liquidation shall continue to be 
suspended. 

Interested parties may submit written 
comments on these preliminary results 
on or before March 19, 1982, and may 
request disclosure and/or a hearing on 
or before March 4, 1982. The Department 
will publish the final results of the 
administrative review including the 
results of its analysis of any such 
comments or hearing. 

This administrative review and notice 
are in accordance with section 751(a)(1) 
of the Tariff Act (19 U.S.C. 1675(a)(1)) 
and § 355.41 of the Commerce 


~ Regulations (19 CFR 355.41). 


Gary N. Horlick, 

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration. 

February 10, 1982. 

[FR Doc. 82-4209 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510-25-M 


Compressors and Parts Thereof From 
italy; Revocation of Countervailing 
Duty Order 


AGENCY: International Trade 
Administration, Commerce. 
ACTION: Notice of Revocation of 
Countervailing Duty Order. 





6910 


SUMMARY: The Department of 
Commerce is revoking the 
countervailing duty order on 
compressors and parts thereof from Italy 
because of the termination of an injury 
investigation by the International Trade 
Commission. All entries of this 
merchandise made on or after April 3, 
1980, shall be liquidated without regard 
to countervailing duties. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: February 17, 1982. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Paul J. McGarr, Office of Compliance, 
International Trade Administration, U.S. 
Department of Commerce, Washington, 
D.C. 20230 (202-377-1167). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On May 
3, 1972, a final countervailing duty 
determination on compressors and parts 
thereof from Italy, T.D. 72-122, was 
published in the Federal Register (37 FR 
8948). 

On April 3, 1980, the International 
Trade Commission (“the ITC”) notified 
the Department of Commerce (“the 
Department”) that an injury 
determination for this order had been 
requested under section 104({b) of the 
Trade Agreements Act of 1979 (“the 
TAA”). Therefore, following the 
requirements of that section, liquidation 
was suspended on April 3, 1980 on all 
shipments of compressors and parts 
thereof from Italy entered, or withdrawn 
from warehouse, for consumption’on or 
after that date. 

On August 7, 1981, the Department 
published the final results of its 
administrative review of this order as 
required by section 751 of the Tariff Act 
of 1930 (46 FR 40243). The Department 
determined that a net subsidy on 
compressors and parts thereof from 
Italy, ranging from 15 to 80 lire per 
kilogram of this merchandise, was being 
conferred during the period of review 
and reported that rate to the ITC. 

~ On January 20, 1982, the ITC 
published its termination of the 
countervailing duty investigation under 
section 104(b) of the TAA due to the 
original petitioner's withdrawal of its 
petition. The termination of this 
investigation has the same effect as a 
determination that an industry in the 
United States would not be materially 
injured, or threatened with material 
injury, by reason of imports from Italy of 
compressors and parts thereof covered 
by the countervailing duty order if the 
order were revoked (47 FR 2949). As a 
result, the Department is revoking the 
countervailing duty order concerning 
compressors and parts thereof from Italy 
(T.D. 72-122) with respect to all 
merchandise entered, or withdrawn 
from warehouse, for consumption on or 
after April 3, 1980, the date the 


Department received notification of the 
request for an injury determination. 

The Department will instruct Customs 
officers to proceed with liquidation of 
all unliquidated entries of this 
merchandise made on or after April 3, 
1980 without regard to countervailing 
duties and to refund any estimated 
countervailing duties collected with 
respect to these entries. Entries, or 
withdrawals from warehouse, for 
comsumption made prior to April 3, 
1980, are subject to countervailing duties 
as set forth in the final results of the 
administrative review. 

This revocation is in accordance with 
section 104(b)(4)(B) of the TAA (19 
U.S.C. 1671 note). 
Gary N. Horlick, 

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration. 

February 10, 1982. 

[FR Doc. 82-4210 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510-25-M 


Kraft Condenser Paper From France; 
Final Results of Administrative Review 
of Antidumping Finding 


AGENCY: International Trade 
Administration, Commerce. 
ACTION: Notice of Final Results of 
Administrative Review of Antidumping 
Finding. 
SUMMARY: On June 25, 1981, the 
Department of Commerce published the 
preliminary results of its administrative 
review of the antidumping finding on 
kraft condenser paper from France. The 
review covered the only known exporter 
of this merchandise to the United States, 
Papeteries Bollore, SA, for two 
consecutive time periods from February 
21, 1979 through August 31, 1980. 
Interested parties were given an 
opportunity to submit oral or written 
comments and a public hearing was 
held on September 15, 1981. The 
petitioners and the respondent provided 
oral and written comments which the 
Department reviewed. As a result of our 
analysis of these comments and 
arithmetical corrections made 
subsequent to publication of the 
preliminary results, the Department is 
deferring appraisement on shipments of 
one type of kraft condenser paper during 
the first period and for all other types 
the weighted-average margin is 32.8%. 
For the second time period there were 
no shipments and there are no known 
unliquidated entries. 
EFFECTIVE DATE: February 17, 1982. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Susan M. Crawford or John Kugelman, 
Office of Compliance, International 
Trade Administration, U.S. Department 
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of Commerce, Washington, D.C 20230 
(202-377-2209/5289). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Background 


On September 21, 1979, a dumping 
finding with respect to kraft condenser 
paper from France was published in the 
Federal Register as Treasury Decision 
79-247 (44 FR 54696). On June 25, 1981, 
the Department of Commerce (“the 
Department”) published in the Federal 
Register (46 FR 32927—28) the 
preliminary results of its administrative 
review of the finding. The Department 
has now completed that administrative 
review. 


Scope of the Review 


Imports covered by this review are 
shipments of kraft condenser paper, 
meaning capacitor tissue or condenser 
paper containing 80% or more by wieght 
chemical sulphate or soda wood pulp 
based on total fiber content. Kraft 
condenser paper is currently classifiable 
under items 252.4000, 252.4200, and 
256.3080 of the Tariff Schedules of the 
United States Annotated (TSUSA). 
Papeteries Bollore, S. A. (“Bollore”) is 
the only known exporter to the United 
States of French kraft condenser paper. 
This review covers two consecutive time 
periods from February 20, 1979, the date 
of suspension of liquidation, through 
August 31, 1980. For the period January 
1, 1980 through August 31, 1980, there 
were no known shipments to the United 
States. 


Analysis of Comments Received 


We received comments from the 
petitioners, Crocker Technical Papers, 
Inc. and the Schweitzer company, a 
division of Kimberly-Clark Corporation 
and the respondent, Papeteries Bollore. 

(1) Comment: The petitioners contend 
that Bollore is not entitled to any 
adjustment for differences in the kraft 
condenser paper (“KCF”) sold to the 
United States (1.07 density) and that 
sold in France (1.1 density) because the 
two types of paper have overlapping 
specifications and are used 
interchangeably by capacitor 
manufacturers. Moreover, they argue 
that the amount of the adjustment 
claimed by the respondent is illogical 
because it exceeds the amount that 
could have been claimed for differences 
between 1.07 paper and 1.2 paper which 
have no overlapping specifications. The 
respondent maintains that 1.07 and 1.1 
papers are not interchangeable because 
the 1.07 paper cannot be sold in France. 

Position: Cost of production data 
furnished by the respondent establish 
that the higher density 1.1 paper 
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requires more pulp and additional 
energy, labor, and replacement costs. 
further, higher density paper requires 
rewetting, calendaring (rolling), and 
slitting not needed in the manufacture of 
lower density paper. Finally, the lot 
sizes of the 1.1 paper are much smaller 
than those of the 1.2 paper, which in part 
accounts for the larger difference in cost 
of manufacture between 1.07 and 1.1 
papers than the difference between 1.07 
and 1,02 papers. For the reasons, the 
Department believes that the claimed 
adjustment for differences in the 
merchandise is justified. 

(2) Comment: KCT made to 1.07 
specification is exported by Bollore 
either in slit condition or in jumbo rolls 
which are slit prior to sale by Bollore’s 
U.S. subsidiary after importation. The 
petitioners allege that the Department 
double counted the cost of slitting when 
analyzing the sales of the 1.07 jumbo 
rolls. 

Position: When purchase price was # 
the basis of comparison, the Department 
deducted an amount for the difference in 
merchandise between 1.07 paper sold to 
the U.S. and 1.1 paper sold in France. - 
This difference included a difference in 
the cost of slitting. When exporter’s 
sales price was the basis of comparison, 
in addition to this deduction for the 
difference in merchandise, the 
Department deducted an amount from 
foreign market value for the cost of 
slitting the 1.07 paper in France, since 
the merchandise was imported into the 
U.S. in jumbo rolls (not slit). No double 
counting was involved. 

(3) Comment: The petitioners claim 
that the adjustments for differences in 
packing costs were overstated. While 
they agree that there would be a small 
packing difference when comparing slit 
paper sold in France with jumbo rolls 
sold to the U.S., based on their \ 
experience in the U.S. they argue that 
the claimed difference between the 
packing costs for slit paper sold in 
France and slit paper exported to the 
U.S. is grossly exaggerated. 

Position: Bollore explained that the 
packing cartons for merchandise sold in 
France are much smaller than those 
used for merchandise exported to the 
U.S., and that in France the bundles of 
paper packed in these cartons have 
styrofoam end caps on both ends and 
are individually packed in plastic. 
Therefore, there is an increase both in 
the cost of material and the packing 
labor costs, the latter amounting to 
about twice the cost encountered when 
packing for the U.S. Further, these cost 
differences were verified by the 
Customs Service during the fair value 
ae and no discrepancies were 

ound. 


Comment: Bollore exports to the U.S. 
a special type of KCT used for 
metallizing, dried KCT Voltam 1.17 air- 
dry density (“dried KCT”). Since 
identical paper is not sold in France 
adjustments were made for differences 
in the merchandise, mainly in 
processing. The petitioners alleged that 
these differences were understated. 

Position: In reviewing the claim and 
substantiating data the Department has 
found sufficient reason to question the 
adjustment. The appraisement of sales 
of this merchandise is being deferred 
until we receive further information. In 
the preliminary notice we differentiated 
the dumping margin for this paper from 
that for the other types. For cash deposit 
purposes we will continue to 
differentiate betweent this dried KCT 
and all others. The cash deposit will be 
based on our preliminary analysis. 

(5) Comment: The petitioners contend 
that the Department should refine the 
Department's definition of “dried KCT 
Voltam 1.17 air-dry density” proposed in 
the preliminary results of review. They 
suggest that the following criteria be 
inserted in the definition: (1) A standard 
of less than 1% moisture, (2) a standard 
of 9 microns in thickness, (3) a required 
density of 1.17 gm/cc air-dry and 1.1 
gm/cc bone-dry, and (4) widths greater 
than 500 mm. The respondent disagrees 
with the request for a thickness 
standard of 9 microns since it has 
previously exported the dried KCT in a 
thickness of 10 microns and there is a 
possibility that, in the future, it may be 
ordered and imported in thickness of 8- 
10 microns. The respondent requests 
that the limitation be 8-10 microns in 
thickness. 

Position: Since the distinguishing 
characteristic of this paper is its use, not 
the thickness, the Department believes 
the respondent's request is reasonable. 
Accordingly, the definition of dried KCT 
for metallizing will be: 


KCT for metallizing, 1.17 air-dry density, 
1% or less moisture content, 500 mm or more 
in width, 8-10 microns in thickness. 


(6) Commeni: At the request of the 
Department, Bollore presented its 
argument that foreign market value 
should be based on third-country sales 
to Mexico rather than home market 
sales. The respondent contends that the 
merchandise sold in the home market 
does not meet the definition of such or 
similar merchandise contained in the 
Antidumping Act of 1921 (“the 1921 
Act”), since the paper sold in France is 
of a higher density and, as a real, 
practical, commercial matter, is not 
interchangeable with KCT of the density 
sold in the United States. Bollore asserts 
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that the proper basis should be such 
merchandise sold to Mexico. 

Position: The department maintains 
its position that the KCT sold in the 
home market meets the definition of 
“similar” as set forth in section 212(c) of 
the 1921 Act. 


Final Results of the Review 


As a result of our analysis of the 
petitioners’ comments, the respondent's 
rebuttal to those comments, and 
arithmetical corrections, we determine 
that the following margins exists: 


Dried KCT for metaliizing, 
1.17 air-dry density, 1% 
less moisture content, 500 


2/20/79-12/31/79 
1/1/80-8/31/80 


2/20/79-12/31/79 
1/1/80-8/31/80 | 


Fos scauanad coat soak 

The Department shall determine, and 
the U.S. Customs Service shall assess, 
duties on all entries of KCT, other than 
metallizing, made with purchase dates 
or export dates, as appropriate, during 
the periods involved. Individual 
differences between purchase price or 
exporter’s sales price and foreign 
market value may vary from the 
percentages stated above. The 
Department will separately issue 
appraisement instructions directly to the 
Customs Service. ~ 

Further, as provided for in § 353.48(b) 
of the Commerce Regulations, a cash 
deposit of 3.46% for dried KCT for 
metallizing, 1.17 air-dry density, 1% or 
less moisture content, 500 mm or more in 
width, 8-10 microns in thickness, and 
32.8% for all other types, based upon the 
last known shipments, shall be required 
on all shipments of kraft condenser 
paper entered, or withdrawn from 
warehouse, for consumption on or after 
the date of publication of these final 
results (February 17, 1982). For any 
shipment from a new exporter not 
covered in this administrative review, 
unrelated to the covered firm, a cash 
deposit of 32.8% shall be required. This 
deposit requirement shall remain in 
effect until publication of the final 
results of the next administrative - 
review. The Department intends to 
conduct the next administrative review 
by the end of September 1982. 

This administrative review and notice 
are in accordance with section 751(a)(1) 
of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 
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1675(a)(1)) and § 353.53 of the Commerce 
Regulations (19 CFR 353.53). 

February 10, 1982. 

Gary N. Horlick, 

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration. 

[FR Doc. 82-4142 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510-25-M 


Racing Plates (Aluminum Horseshoes) 
From Canada; Final Results of 
Administrative Review of Antidumping 
Finding 


AGENCY: International Trade 
Administration, Commerce. 


ACTION: Notice of Final Results of 
Administrative Review of Antidumping 
Finding. 

SUMMARY: On December 23, 1981, the 
Department of Commerce published the 
preliminary results of its administrative 
review of the antidumping finding on 
racing plates (aluminum horseshoes) 
from Canada. The review was limited to 
the two known exporters, Canadian 
Racing Plate Co. Limited and Equine 
Forgings Limited, and to the period 
February 1, 1980 through January 31, 
1981. Interested parties were given an 
opportunity to submit written or oral 
comments on these preliminary results. 
We received no comments. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: February 17, 1982. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Valerie Newkirk or John Kugelman, 
Office of Compliance, International 
Trade Administration, U.S. Department 
of Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230 
(202-377-5345 /5289). 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 
Background 


On February 27, 1974, an antidumping 
finding with respect to racing plates 
(aluminum horseshoes) from Canada 
was published in the Federal Register 
(39 FR 54388). On December 23, 1981, the 
Department of Commerce (“The 
Department”) published in the Federal 
Register the preliminary results of its 
administrative review of the finding (46 
FR 62308-9). The Department has now 
completed that administrative review. 


Scope of the Review 


The imports covered by the review 
are racing plates (aluminum horseshoes) 
that are used on race horses, polo, 
jumping, hunting, and other performing 
horses, as differentiated from pleasure 
and work horses, are made of aluminum, 
may have cleats or caulks, and come in 
a variety of sizes. Racing plates 
(aluminum horseshoes) are currently 
classifiable under item 652.4200 of the 


Tariff Schedules of the United States 
Annotated (TSUSA). 

The Department knows of two 
Canadian exporters of racing plates 
(aluminum horseshoes) to the United 
States during the period of review. 
Those firms are Canadian Racing Plate 
Co. Limited and Equine Forgings 
Limited. The review covers the period 
February 1, 1980 through January 31, 
1981. 


Final Results of the Review 


Interested parties were invited to 
comment on the preliminary results. The 
Department received no written 
comments or requests for disclosure or a 
hearing. Therefore, the final results of 
our review are the same as those 
presented in the preliminary results of 
review. 

There were several small shipments 
from each firm during the review 
poeriod. In each case the entries were 
inadvertently liquidated by the Customs 
Service. Therefore, there are not known 
unliquidated entries. 

As provided for by § 353.48(b) of the 
Commerce Regulations, a cash deposit 
of estimated duties based upon the most 
recent margin calculated, that is, 31.94 
percent of the entered value, shall be 
required on all shipments of racing 
plates (aluminum horseshoes) from 
Canada entered, or written from 
warehouse, for cosumption on or after 
the date of publication of this notice. . 
This deposit requirement shall remain in 
effect until publication of the final 
results of the next administrative 
review. The Department intends to 
conduct the next administrative review 
by the end of February 1983. 

This administrative review and notice 
are in accordance with section 751(a)(1) 
of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 
1675(a)(1)) and § 353.53 of the Commerce 
Regulations (19 CFR 353.53). 

February 9, 1982. 

Gary N. Horlick, 

Deputy Assistant Secretary Import 
Administration. 

[FR Doc. 82-4141 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-25-M 


Railway Track Maintenance Equipment 
From Austria; Final Results of 
Administrative Review of Antidumping 
Finding 


AGENCY: International Trade 
Administration, Commerce. 

ACTION: Notice of Final Results of 
Administrative Review of Antidumping 
Finding. 


SUMMARY: On November 30, 1981, the 
Department of Commerce published the 
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preliminary results of its administrative 
review of the antidumping finding on 
railway track maintenance equipment 
from Austria. The review covered the 
only known exporter, Plasser & Theurer, 
GmbH, and was limited to two product 
lines, ballast regulators and tamping 
machines. The review covered the 
period January 1, 1980 through January 
31, 1981. 

Interested parties were given an 
opportunity to submit written or oral 
comments on these preliminary results. 
We received no comments. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: February 17, 1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Susan Crawford or Sheila Forbes, Office 
of Compliance, International Trade 
Administration, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, Washington, D.C. 20230 
(202-377-2209/5255). 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Background 


On February 17, 1978, a dumping 
finding with respect to railway track 
maintenance equipment from Austria 
was published in the Federal Register as 
Treasury Decision 78-61 (43 FR 6937). 
On November 30, 1981, the Department 
of Commerce (“the Department”) 
published in the Federal Register the 
preliminary results of its administrative 
review of the finding (46 FR 58127-8). 
The Department has now completed that 
administrative review. 


Scope of the Review 


Imports covered by the review are 
shipments of ballast regulators and 
tamping machines, two specific types of 
railway track maintenance equipment, 
from Austria. Any other types of 
machinery used in the maintenance of 
railway track are excluded from this 
finding. All railway track maintenance 
equipment is currently classifiable under 
item 690.2000 of the Tariff Schedules of 
the United States Annotated (TSUSA). 

The Department knows of one 
exporter of Austrian railway track 
maintenance equipment to the United 
States. That firm is Plasser & Theurer, 
GmbH. The review covered the period 
January 1, 1980 through January 31, 1981. 


Final Results of the Review 


Interested parties were invited to 
comment on the preliminary results. The 
Department received no written 
comments or requests for disclosure or a 
hearing. Therefore, the final results of 
our review are the same as those 
presented in the preliminary results of 
review. There were no known shipments 
to the United States during this period 
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and there are no known unliquidated 
entries. 

Because there were no shipments 
during the period and the margins on the 
last shipments were de minimis, the 
Department shall waive requiring a cash 
deposit, as provided for by § 353.48(b) of 
the Commerce Regulations, on any 
shipment of Austrian railway track 
maintenance equipment entered, or 
withdrawn from warehouse, for 
consumption on or after February 17, 
1982. This deposit waiver shall remain 
in effect until publication of the final 
results of the next administrative 
review. The Department intends to 
conduct the next administrative review 
by the end of February 1983. 

This administrative review and notice 
are in accordance with section 751(a)(1) 
of the Tariff Act of 1930 (19 U.S.C. 
1675(a)(1)) and § 353.53 of the Commerce 
Regulations (19 CFR 353.53). 

Gary N. Horlick, 

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration. 

February 10, 1982. 

[FR Doc. 82-4143 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510-25-M 


Semiconductor Technical Advisory 
Committee; Closed Meeting 


AGENCY: International Trade 
Administration, Commerce. 

SUMMARY: The Semiconductor Téchnical 
Advisory Committee was initially 
established on January 3, 1973, and 
rechartered on September 18, 1981 in 
accordance with the Export 
Administration Act of 1979 and the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act. 

The Committee advises the Office of 
Export Administration with respect to 
questions involving (A) technical 
specifications and policy issues relating 
to those specifications which are of 
concern to the Department, (B) 
worldwide availability of products and 
systems, including quantity and quality, 
and actual utilization of production 
technology, (C) licensing procedures 
which affect the level of export controls 
applicable to semiconductors, or 
technology, and (D) exports of the 
aforementioned commodities subject to 
unilateral and multilateral controls 
which the United States established or 
in which it participates including 
proposed revisions of any such controls. 
TIME AND PLACE: March 2, 1982, at 9:30 
a.m. The meeting will take place at the 
Main Commerce Building, Room 6802, 
14th Street and Constitution Ave., NW., 
Washington, D.C. 

The Committee will meet only in 
Executive Session to discuss matters 
properly classified under Executive 


Order 12065, dealing with the U.S. and 
COCOM control program and strategic 
criteria related thereto. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Assistant Secretary for Administration, 
with the concurrence of the delegate of 
the General Counsel, formally 
determined on September 29, 1981, 
pursuant to Section 10(d) of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act, as amended 
by Section 5(c) of the Government In 
The Sunshine Act, Pub. L. 94-409, that 
the matters to be discussed in the 
meeting should be exempt from the 
provisions of the Federal Advisory 
Committee Act relating to open meetings 
and public participation therein, 
because the meeting will be concerned 
with matters listed in 5 U.S.C. 552b(c)(1) 
and are properly classified under 
Executive Order 12065. 

A copy of the Notice of Determination 

to close meetings or portions thereof is 
available for public inspection and 
copying in the Central Reference and 
Records Inspection Facility, Room 5317, 
U.S. Department of Commerce, 
telephone: 202—377-4217. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Mrs. Margaret Cornejo, Committee 
Control Officer, Office of Export 
Administration, Room 1609, U.S. 
Department of Commerce, Washington, 
D.C. 20230, Telephone: 202-377-2583. 

Dated: February 11, 1982. 

Vincent F. DeCain, 

Acting Director, Office of Export 
Administration. 

[FR Doc. 82-4140 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-25-M 


Bicycle Tires and Tubes From Taiwan: 
Countervailing Duty Order 


. AGENCY: International Trade 


Administration. 
ACTION: Countervailing Duty Order. 


SUMMARY: This notice is to advise the 
public that we are issuing a 
countervailing duty order with respect 
to bicycle tires and tubes manufactured’ 
by one Taiwanese company, Cheng 
Shin. As previously ordered by the 
United States Court of International 
Trade (the Court) on June 19,1981, we 
reopened a previous countervailing duty 
investigation which resulted in a new 
final determination on October 28, 1981 
(46 FR 53201), that Taiwan authorities 
had given benefits which constituted 
bounties or grants, on the manufacture, 
production, or exportation of bicycle 
tires and tubes, with respect to Cheng 
Shin. Since our reopened investigation 
was specifically directed to the 
investigative period of the earlier case, 
this countervailing duty order is a 
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determination that during the year 1977 
Cheng Shin received a bounty or grant 
in the net amount of .893 ad valorem. 
Benefits were also given to other 
Taiwanese companies during this same 
period, but those benefits were 
determined to be de minimis in amount, 
and thus did not constitute 
countervailable bounties or grants, 
within the meaning of section 303 of the 
Tariff Act of 1930, as amended (19 
U.S.C. 1303). Notice of this 
determination was published in the 
same Federal Register Notice of October 
28, 1981. 


EFFECTIVE DATE: February 17, 1982. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Raymond Busen, Office of 
Investigations, International Trade 
Administration, U.S. Department of 
Commerce, Room 3077, Washington, 
D.C. 20230 (202-377-1784). 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
January 8, 1979, a notice of “Final 
Countervailing Duty Determination” 
was published in the Federal Register 
(44 FR 1815). The notice stated that the 
Department of the Treasury 
(“Treasury”) had determined that 
benefits had been paid by Taiwan 
authorities on the manufacture/ 
exportation of bicycle tires and tubes, 
but that the benefits involved an 
aggregate amount considered to be de 
minimis in size, and that, therefore, no 
bounty or grant was being paid or 
bestowed, directly or indirectly, within 
the meaning of section 303 of the Tariff 
Act of 1930, as amended (19 U.S.C. 
1303), upon the manufacture, production 
or exportation of bicycle tires and tubes 
from Taiwan. The notice indicated that 


-Treasury. determined that the “aggregate 


weighted-average benefit received by 
the industry during the period 
investigated was .28 percent ad valorem 
with no single firm receiving more than . 
44 percent”. Treasury determined that 
those benefits were de minimis. 

On March 8, 1979, counsel for the 
petitioner filed suit in the United States 
Customs Court to challenge the 
Secretary of the Treasury's final 
countervailing duty determination 
(Calisle Tire and Rubber Co. v. United 
States, No. 79-3-00423). On June 19, 
1981, the Court held that the de minimis 
doctrine was applicable to cases arising 
under the countervailing duty statute 
and remanded the case to the Secretary 
of Commerce for “further inquiries as 
may be needed to determine the ad 
valorem benefit provided the Taiwanese 
bicycle tire and tube manufacturers by 
* * * Taiwan” with respect to portions 
of two programs—(1) preferential _ 
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income tax ceiling and (2) preferential 
export financing. 

On October 28, 1981, a notice of 
“Reopened Investigation: Final 
Countervailing Duty Determination” 
was published in the Federal Register 
(46 FR 53201). The notice stated that, as 
ordered by the Court, a reopened 
investigation had resulted in a final 
determination that Taiwan authorities 
have given benefits on the manufacture, 
production, or exportation of bicycle 
tires and tubes, with respect to one 
manufacturer, Cheng Shin, which 
constituted bounties or grants. We also 
determined that the remaining 
companies were also given benefits but 
that those benefits were determined to 
be de minimis in amount, and thus did 
not constitute bounties or grants within 
the meaning of section 303 of the Tariff 
Act of 1930, as amended (19 U.S.C. 
1303). Accordingly, pending an 
affirmation of the results of the final 
countervailing duty determination by 
the Court, we instructed the U.S. 
Customs Service to suspend liquidation 
on entries of bicycle tires and tubes 
from Taiwan, manufactured by Cheng 
Shin, if entered or withdrawn from 
warehouse for consumption on or after 
October 28, 1981, and if exported after 
October 28, 1981. We also instructed the 
Customs Service to collect a deposit of 
estimated countervailing duty in the 
amount of .893 percent ad valorem with 
respect to those entries for which 
liquidation had been suspended. In its 
memorandum and order dated 
November 17, 1981, the Court affirmed 
this final countervailing duty 
determination and ordered the 
Department to issue a countervailing 
duty order with respect to bicycle tires 
and tubes manufactured by Cheng Shin. 

For the purpose of this notice the term 
“bicycle tires and tubes” means 
pneumatic bicycle tires and tubes of 
rubber or plastics, whether such tires 
and tubes are sold together as units or 
separately. Bicycle tires and tubes 
currently are covered under items 772.48 
and 772.57, respectively, of the Tariff 
Schedules of the United States (TSUS). 


Determination and order 


We have determined that during the 
year 1977 the rate of net subsidy to 
Cheng Shin was .893 percent ad 
valorem. As required by section 706 of 
the Tariff Act of 1930, as amended, the 
Customs Service shall collect a cash 
deposit of estimated countervailing 
duties of .893 percent ad valorem on 
entries of bicycle tires and tubes from 
Taiwan manufactured by Cheng Shin, if 
entered or withdrawn from warehouse 
for consumption on or after October 28, 


1981, and if exported after October 28, 
1981. 

This deposit requirement will remain 
in effect until publication of the final 
results of the first administrative review 
under section 751 of the Act. 

This notice is published pursuant to 
sections 303 and 706 of the Act (19 
U.S.C. 1303, 1671(e)) and § 355.36 of the 
Department of Commerce regulations 
(19 CFR 355.36). 

Gary N. Horlick, 

Deputy Assistant Secretary for Import 
Administration. 

[FR Doc. 82-4225 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510-25-M 


President’s Export Council Executive 
Committee; Partially Closed Meeting 


AGENCY: International Trade 
Administration. 

SUMMARY: The President's Export 
Council was established by Executive 
Order 11753 of December 20, 1973. The 
Council was reconstituted by Executive 
Order 12131 of May 4, 1979 and 
continued by Executive Order 12258 of 
December 31. 1980. The Council's 
purpose is to advise the President on 
matters relating to United States export 
trade including the controlling of exports 
for reasons of national security. At its 
opening meeting October 15, 1981, the 
Council voted to establish an Executive 
Committee with the authority to act on 
behalf of the entire Council. 

TIME AND PLACE: March 2, 1982, 2-5 p.m. 
The meeting will take place in Room 
4830 of the Main Commerce Building, 
14th & Constitution Ave., N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 


Agenda 
Genera! Session 


An open session will be held from 2-4 
p.m. for the Executive Committee to 
hear progress reports from 
subcommittee chairmen and vote on 
recommendations of the subcommittees 
concerning agricultural trade and export 
credit subsidies. 


Executive Session 


From 4:10-5:00 p.m. the Executive 
committee will hold a closed session to 
discuss matters properly classified 
under Executive Order 12065, dealing 
with the U.S. and COCOM control 
programs, the GATT Ministerial agenda 
and other trade negotiation matters. 
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION: The General 
Session of the meeting will be open to 
the public and a limited number of seats 
will ba available. To the extent time 
permits, members of the public may 
present oral statements to the 
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Committee. Written statements may be 
submitted at any time before or after the 
meeting. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Assistant Secretary of Commerce for 
Administration, with the concurrence of 
the delegate of the General Counsel, 
formally determined on February 10, 
1982, pursuant to Section 10(d) of the 
Federal Advisory Committee Act, as 
amended by Section 5(c) of the 
Government in The Sunshine Act, Pub. 
L, 94-409, that the matters to be 
discussed in the Executive Session 
should be exempt from the provisions of 
the Federal Advisory Committee Act 
relating to open meetings and public 
participation therein, because the 
Executive Session will be concerned 
with matters listed in 5 U.S.C. 552b(c)(1) 
and are properly classified under 
Executive Order 12065. 

A copy of the Notice of Determination 
to close meetings or portions thereof is 
available for public inspection and 
copying in the Central Reference and 
Records Inspection Facility, Room 5317, 
U.S. Department of Commerce, 
telephone: (202) 377-4217. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION OR COPIES 
OF THE GENERAL SESSION MINUTES 
CONTACT: 

Mr. Jeffrey M. Jackson, President’s 
Export Council Staff, Room 2128, U.S. 
Department of Commerce, 14th & 
Constitution Avenue, N.W., Washington, 
D.C. 20230. Telephone: (202) 377-1125. 


Dated: February 10, 1982. 
Donald V. Earnshaw, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary for Export 
Development. 
[FR Doc. 82-4195 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3510-25-M 


Office of the Secretary 


Nationa! Voluntary Laboratory 
Accerditation Program (NVLAP); 
Personnel Dosimetry Processing, 
Public Workshop 


AGENCY: Assistant Secretary for 
Productivity, Technology, and 
Innovation, Commerce. 


ACTION: Notice of public workshop to 
discuss specific benchmarks of technical 
adequacy in personnel dosimetry 
processing which will establish a basis 
for uniform assessment under NVLAP 
criteria in a laboratory accreditation 
program for personnel dosimetry 
processors developed by the 
Department of Commerce at the request 
of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 


SUMMARY: The Department of 
Commerce (DOC) hereby announces 
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that it will hold an informal public 
workshop to provide interested parties 
an opportunity to participate in the 
development of technical requirements 
of a laboratory accreditation program 
for personnel dosimetry processors 
(Personnel Dosimetry LAP) as requested 
by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission 
(NRC) on December 23, 1980, under the 
Procedures of the National Voluntary 
Laboratory Accreditation Program 
(NVLAP), 15 CFR Part 7b, as amended 
(46 FR 37029 (July 17, 1981)). The 
workshop will afford participants who 
are technically conversant in applied 
radiation dosimetry and associated 
quality assurance measures as well as 
operation of current personnel 
dosimetry systems ah opportunity to 
discuss benchmarks of technical 
adequacy in personnel dosimetry 
processing to establish a basis for the 
uniform assessment of processors under 
NVLAP criteria. : 

DATE: The workshop will start on 
Monday, April 12, 1982, at 9:00 a.m. and 
end April 13, 1982, at 5:00 p.m. 
ADDRESS: The workshop will take place 
in the Administration Building, National 
Bureau of Standards, Gaithersburg, MD. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Margaret Federline, NVLAP Project 
Leader, Technology Building, Room BO6, 
National Bureau of Standards, 
Washington, DC 20234, phone: 301-921- 
2227. Persons who wish to attend the 
workshop should inform Ms. Federline 
not later than March 21, 1982. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
January 29, 1981, the U.S. Department of 
Commerce (DOC) published in the 
Federal Register (47 FR 9689) a formal 
request for the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (NRC) to develop a 
laboratory accreditation program (LAP) 
for processors of personnel dosimeters 
that measure ionizing radiation received 
occupationally by workers. The NRC 
request references an Advance Notice of 
Rulemaking (45 FR 20493) which taken 
together with this request constitutes a 
determination of need required by 
NVLAP procedures 15 CFR 7b.4(b)(4). 
The statutory authority of the NRC to 
make such a determination of need is 
found in 10 CFR Part 20 and requires 
NRC licensees to have adequate 
precautionary procedures to protect the 
health and safety of workers and the 
public against radiation hazards arising 
from licensed activities. 

Accreditation of personnel dosimetry 
processors in specific radiation 
categories will be based upon (1) annual 
proficiency testing according to Health 
Physics Society Standard “Criteria for 
Testing Personnel Dosimetry 
Performance,” currently in draft status 


as Amercian National Standard N13.11, 
and (2) compliance with NVLAP 
accreditation criteria (15 CFR Part 7a.19) 
determined through review of written 
information supplied by each applicant 
and on-site assessment of performance 
in routine processing activities. 
Workshop participants who are 
technically conversant in applied 
radiation dosimetry including 
appropriate quality assurance measures 
and operation of current personnel 
dosimetry systems will have an 
opportunity to discuss specific 
benchmarks of technical adequacy in 
personnel dosimetry processing in the 
following areas covered generically by 
NVLAP criteria: 

(1) Quality control system; 

(2) Documentation of quality control 
system; 

(3) Assurance of staff competence; 

(4) Stafftraining; . 

(5) Equipment and facilities; 

(6) Procedures and frequency of 
equipment caliberation, verification, and 
maintenance; 

(7) Test plan describing processing 
protocol; and 

(8) Procedures for manual or 
automated data handling and 
recordkeeping. 

Information gathered during this 
public workshop will be used by NVLAP 
staff to define critical technical and 
quality assurance elements of personnel 
dosimetry processing to establish a 
uniform basis for the determination of 
each processor’s compliance with the 
NVLAP criteria during on-site 
assessments. 

The following procedures are 
established for the workshop: 

1. Purpose. The purpose of the 
workshop is to provide all interested 
persons with an opportunity to 
participate in the development of the 
technical requirements of the Personnel 
Dosimetry LA? and to enable DOC to 
secure valuable expert advice to 
develop these requirements. 

2. Conduct of Workshop. This 
workshop will be an informal non- 
adversary meeting. The president officer 
shall have the right to allocate the time 
available for discussion of each issue on 
the workshop agenda and to exercise 
such authority as may be necessary to 
insure the equitable and efficient 
conduct of the workshop and to 
maintain order. 

3. General Provisions. This informal 
workshop will be open to the public. 
Summary minutes of the workshop will 
be prepared. A copy of those minutes 
will be available for inspection and 
copying in the Central Reference and 
Records Inspection Facility, Room 5317, 
Main Commerce Building, 14th Street 
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between E Street and Constitution 

Avenue, NW, Washington, D.C. 20230. 
Dated: February 10, 1982. 

Robert B. Ellert, s 

Acting Assistant Secretary for Productivity, 

Technology, and Innovation. 

[FR Doc. 82-4071 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510-13-M 


COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING 
COMMISSION 


Chicago Board of Trade: Proposed 
Amendments Relating to the Long- 
Term Treasury Note Futures Contract 


AGENCY: Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed contract 
market rule change. 


sumMaAnRY: The Chicago Board of Trade 
(“CBOT” or “Exchange”) has submitted 
a proposal to amend its Long-Term 
Treasury Note futures contract in order 
to exclude non-callable U.S. Treasury 
bonds from the standard grade of 
Treasury issues deliverable on the 
contract. The Commodity Futures 
Trading Commission (“Commission”) 
has determined that the proposal is of 
major economic significance and that, 
accordingly, publication of that 
provision is in the public interest, will 
assist the Commission in considering the 
views of interested persons, and is 
consistent with the purposes of the 
Commodity Exchange Act. 


DATE: Comments must be received on or 
before March 19, 1982. 


ADDRESS: Interested persons should 
submit their views and comments to 
Jane K. Stuckey, Secretary, Commodity 
Futures Trading Commission, 2033 K 
Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 20581. 
Reference should be made to the 
Chicago Board of Trade Rule 36.01. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Ronald Hobson, Division of Economics 
and Education, Commodity Futures 
Trading Commission, 2033 K Street, 
NW., Washington, D.C. (202) 254-7303. 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The 
Chicago Board of Trade is proposing fo 
revise Rule 36.01 of its long-term 
Treasury note contract. The contract 
grade for delivery under this regulation 
is U.S. Treasury notes and non-callable 
U.S. Treasury bonds whch have an 
actual maturity of not less than six and 
one-half years and not more than ten 
years. The CBOT’s proposed 
amendment excludes non-callable 
Treasury bonds from the deliverable 
grade in the long-term Treasury note 
futures contract. The Exchange indicates 
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that allowing delivery of non-callable 
bonds could sometime in the future 
distort the futures prices for the long- 
term Treasury note contract. Further, the 
Exchange states that non-callable bonds 
currently constitute only a small amount 
of the deliverable supply for the 
Treasury note contract. 

In accordance with Section 5a(12) of 
the Commodity Exchange Act (the 
“Act”), 7 U.S.C. 7a(12) (Supp. III 1979), 
the Commission has determined that the 
proposal submitted by the CBOT 
concerning its long-term Treasury note 
futures contract is of major economic 
significance. Accordingly, the CBOT’s 
proposed amendment to Rule 36.01 is 
printed below, using brackets to indicate 
deletions: 

Standards. The contact grade for 
delivery on futures contracts made 
under these regulations shall be U.S. 
Treasury Notes (and non-callable U.S. 
Treasury Bonds) which have an actual 
maturity of not less than six and one- 
half years and not more than ten years. 
All notes (or bonds) delivered against a 
contract must be of the same issue. For 
settlement, the time to maturity of a 
given issue is calculated in complete 
quarter year increments (i.e., 8 years, 10 
months, 17 days is taken to be 8 years, 9 
months) from the first day of the 
delivery month. The price at which a 
note (or bond) with this time to maturity 
and with the same coupon rate as this 
issue will yield 8 per cent, according to 
bond tables prepared by the Financial 
Publishing Co., of Boston, Mass., is 
multiplied by the settlement price to 
arrive at the amount at whch the short 
invoices the long. 

Interest accrued on the notes shall be 
charged to the long by the short in 
accordance with Department of the 
Treasury Circular 300, Subpart P. 

New issues of U.S. Treasury Notes 
(and Bonds) which satisfy the standards 
in this regulation shall be added to the 
deliverable grade as they are issued. 
The Board shall have the right to 
exclude any new issue from deliverable 
status or to further limit outstanding 
issues from deliverable status. 

Other materials submitted by the 
CBOT in support of the proposed rule 
amendment may be available upon 
request pursuant to the Freedom of 
Information Act (5 U.S.C. 552) and the 
Commission's regulations thereunder (17 
CFR Part 145 (1981)). Requests for copies 
of such materials should be made to the 
FOIA, Privacy and Sunshine Acts 
Compliance staff of the Office of the 
Secretariat at the Commission's 
headquartrs in accordance with 17 CFR 
145.7 and 145.8. 

Any person interested in submitting 
written data, views or arguments on the 


proposed amendments should send such 
comments to Jame K. Stuckey, 
Secretary, Commodity Futures Trading 
Commission, 2033 K Street, NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20581, by March 19, 
1982. Such comment letters will be 
publicly available except to the extent 
they are entitled to confidential 
treatment as set forth in 17 CFR 145.5 
and 145.9. 


Issued in Washington, D.C., on February 
10, 1981. 
Jane K. Stuckey, 
Secretary of the Commission. 
[FR Doc. 82-4079 Filed 2-16-82, 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6351-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 


Department of the Air Force 
Determinations of Active Military 
Service and Discharge; Civilian or 
Contractual Personnel 


In accordance with Pub. L. 95-202, 
section 401 (The G.I. Bill Improvement 
Act of 1977) and under the provisions of 
DODD 1000.20, Determinations of Active 
Military Service and Discharge: Civilian 
or Contractual Personnel, the Secretary 
of the Air Force, acting in accordance 
with authority delegated to him by the 
Secretary of Defense, determined on 
January 28, 1982, that the service of the 
members of the groups known as: AAF 
Operations Analysts; Aircraft Logistics 
Specialists Assigned to Vietnam During 
the War Years; Civil Air Patrol; Gura 
Air Depot Construction Engineers in 
World War II; United States Maritime 
Service Training Organization; Vietnam 
Civilian POWs/Internees; and World 
War II Aircraft Procurement Inspectors, 
not be considered active military service 
in the Armed Forces of the United States 
for all laws administered by the 
Veterans’ Administration. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION 
CONTACT: Technical Sergeant Stephen 
J. Koegle, USAF, telephone: 694-5380, 
Office of the Secretary of the Air Force 
Personnel Council (SAF/MIPC), The 
Pentagon, Washington, DC 20330. 
Winnibel F. Holmes, 

Air Force Federal Register Liaison Officer. 
[FR Doc. 82-4131 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3910-01-M 


Corps of Engineers, Department of the 
Army 


Missouri River Levee System Unit L 
325-319; Intent To Prepare Draft 
Environmental Impact Statement 


AGENCY: Kansas City District, Army; 
Corps of Engineers, DOD. 
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ACTION: Notice of intent to prepare a 
draft environmental impact statement 
(DEIS). 


SUMMARY: 1. The primary purpose of this 
study is to evaluate potential flood 
control alternatives that could provide 
flood protection to approximately 32,000 
acres of rural land and its associated 
development located along the left bank 
of the Missouri River between river mile 
314 and 326 (1960 river miles). The 
method of flood protection would 
involve construction of an earthen levee 
adjacent to the Missouri River and along 
three of its tributaries: Scone Branch, 
Willow Creek, and Crooked River. 


2. Reasonable alternatives that will be 
studied include: 

a. No Federal Action. This measure 
would result in a continuation of 
flooding as periodically occurs in the 
study area. 

b. A 3,000-foot Missouri River 
Flowway Alinement. This alternative 
includes a left bank levee parallel to the 
Missouri River, and is positioned to 
allow 3,000 feet of unobstructed 
flowway considering both right and left 
bank floodplains. This alternative would 
include tie-back levees on the left bank 
of Scone Branch, along the left and right 
banks of Willow Creek, and the right 
bank of Crooked River. This alternative 
would provide protection from a flood 
which could statistically occur once 
every 9 years. 

c. A 5,000-foot Missouri River 
Flowway Alinement. This alternative is 
essentially the same as stated in 2.b. 
except that the levee would be 
positioned to allow 5,000 feet of 
unobstructed flowway and would afford 
protection from a once in 20-year flood 
event. 

d. A 6,000-foot Missouri River 
Flowway Alinement. This alternative is 
essentially the same as stated in 2.b. 
except that the set-back levee would be 
positioned to allow 6,000 feet of 
unobstructed flowway and would 
provide flood protection from a 100-year 
flood event. 

~ e, Non-Structural Alternative. This 
alternative provides for flood proofing 
with small ring levees around farm 
buildings and similar developments. If 
ring levees are provided, protection 
would be for a flood event expected 
once every 9 years. 

f. Environmental Quality Alternative. 
This alternative is similar to the set- 
back levee alternatives discussed in b. 
through d. above with the exception that 
the tie-back levees along the tributaries 
would be realined in order to avoid 
impacting riparian timber and to reduce 
the need for within-channel excavation. 
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3. Scoping Process: 

a. Public Involvement: A meeting was 
held in Richmond, Missouri, in July 1979 
to inform the interested local populace 
of the status of studies and determine 
their interests. No formal scoping 
meetings are scheduled; however, field 
investigations have been conducted 
with the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
and the Missouri Department of 
Conservation. 

b. Environmental consultation and 
review will be conducted in accordance 
with the requirements of the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969, 
Council_on Environmental Quality 
Regulations (40 CFR Parts 1500 through 
1508), and other applicable laws, 
regulations, and guidelines. 

c. The Kansas City District estimates 
that the DEIS for the Missouri River 
Levee Unit L 325-319 will be available 
for public review and comment in 
November 1982. 

ADDRESS: Questions concerning the 
proposed study and the DEIS should be 
directed to Mr. Dick Taylor, Chief, 
Environmental Resources Section, Corps 
of Engineers, 700 Federal Building, 
Kansas City, Missouri 64106. Phone: 
(816) 374-3672 or FTS 758-3672. _ 


Dated: February 5, 1982. 
Paul D. Barber, 
Chief, Engineering Diviston. 
[FR Doc. 62-4125 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3710-KN-M 


DEPARTMENT OF EDUCATION 


Bilingual Education Act; Application 
Notice for Training Projects Program 
AGENCY: Department of Education. 


ACTION: Application notice for new 
projects. 


Applications are invited for new 
projects under the Bilingual Education 
Act—Training Projects Program. 

Authority for this program is 
contained in Section 723 of the ? 
Elementary and Secondary Education 
Act of 1965, as amended by the 
Education Amendments of 1978 (Pub. L. 
95-561). (20 U.S.C. 3233) 

This program issues awards to local 
educational agencies; State educational 
agencies; and institutions of higher 
education and nonprofit private 
organizations which apply after 
consultation with, or jointly with, one or 
more local educational agencies or a 
State educational agency. 

The purpose of the awards is to 
establish, operate, and improve bilingual 
education training programs for persons 
who are participating in, or preparing to 
participate in, programs of bilingual 


education and bilingual education 
training programs. 

Closing Date for Transmittal of 
Applications: An application must be 
mailed or hand delivered by April 9, 
1982. 

Applications Delivered by Mail: An 
application sent by mail must be 
addressed to the U.S. Department of 
Education, Application Control Centez, 
Attention: 84.003J, Washington, D.C. 
20202-3561. 

An applicant must show proof of 
mailing consisting of one of the 
following: 

(1) A legibly dated U.S. Postal Service 
postmark. 

(2) A legible mail receipt with the date 
of mailing stamped by the U.S. Postal 
Service. 

(3) A dated shipping label, invoice, or 
receipt from a commercial carrier. 

(4) Any other proof of mailing 
acceptable to the U.S. Secretary of 
Education. 

If an application is sent through the 
U.S. Postal Service, the Secretary does 
not accept either of the following as 
proof of mailing: (1) A private metered 
postmark, or (2) a mail receipt that is not 
dated by the U.S. Postal Service. 

An applicant should note that the U.S. 
Postal Service does not uniformly 
provide a dated postmark, Before relying 
on this method, an applicant should 
check with its local post office. 

An applicant is encouraged to use 
registered or at least first class mail. 
Each late applicant will be notified that 
its application will not be considered. 

Applications Delivered by Hand: An 
application that is hand delivered must 
be taken to the U.S. Department of 
Education, Application Contro} Center, 
Room 5673, Regional Office Building 3, 
7th and D Streets, S.W., Washington, 
D.C. 

The Application Control Center will 
accept a hand-delivered application 
between 8:00 a.m. and 4:30 p.m. 
(Washington, D.C. time) daily, except 
Saturdays, Sundays and Federal 
holidays. . 

An application that is hand delivered 
will not be accepted after 4:30 p.m. on 
the closing date. 

Program Information: On October 28, 
1981, the Secretary of Education issued 
(at 46 FR 208) an application notice for 
transmittal of new applications for 
Fiscal Year 1982 funds under the 
Training Projects Program. However, in 
the section of the October 28 notice 
entitled Al/ocation of funds, the 
Secretary limited consideration for 
funding to those applications proposing 
any combination of activities described 
in 34 CFR 510.10{a), (b), and (c}. The 
notice established a closing date of 
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February 9, 1982, for transmittal of 
applications for the program announced 
at 46 FR 208. 

This notice announces the availability 
of funds for the activities described in 34 
CFR 510.10{d). However, this notice does 
not affect the competition announced in 
the October 28 notice. The closing date 
for receipt of new applications 
proposing any combination of activities 
described in 34 CFR 510.10{a), (b), and 
(c) remains February 9, 1982. Any 
application submitted under the October 
28 notice competes only with other 
applications submitted under the 
October 28 notice and the February 9, 
1982, deadline and does not compete 
with applications submitted under this 
notice. Any application submitted under 
this notice will compete only with 
applications similarly submitted. This 
funding procedure is consistent with 
provisions established in the Training 
Projects Program regulations (34 CFR 
510.30) governing review of applications 
submitted under the various activities 
authorized under the Training Projects 
Program. 

Regulations governing the Training 
Projects Program were published in the 
April 4, 1980 issue of the Federal 
Register (45 FR 23208). Amendments to 
the Training Projects regulations were 
published on September 2, 1981 at 46 FR 
44141. Applicants should review the 
regulations, particularly the selection 
criteria in 34 CFR 510.33, before 
preparing their applications. An 
applicant should also refer to 34 CFR 
500.41 for the rates for allowable costs 
for trainees participating in training 
activities. 

The maximum project period which a 
local educational agency, applying as 
either a sole or joint applicant, may 
propose is three years. The maximum 
project period which an applicant other 
than a local educational agency may 
propose is five years. An applicant that 
proposes a project period of more than 
one year must justify the need for the 
proposed project period. 

To be eligible for assistance, an 
applicant must meet the requirements 
found in regulations applicable to this 
program, including the following: 

(1) A local educational agency, 
applying as either a sole or joint 
applicant, is required to hold at leasi 
one meeting, open to the public, to 
discuss the contents of its application. 
Requirements for scheduling and 
holding this open meeting are contained 
in the Education Department General 
Administrative Regulations, 34 CFR 
75.139-75.141. The local educational 
agency must complete the certification 
form in the application package. This 
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requirement must be met regardless of 
whether the local educational agency is 
designated as the applicant under 34 
CFR 75.128. 

(2) Joint applicants must complete a 
special certification form in the 
application package. 

(3) An applicant must provide a copy 
of its application to the appropriate 
State educational agency in its State in 
advance of submitting it to the 
Department of Education. Requirements 
pertaining to State educational agency 
review are contained in 34 CFR 500.20. 

Available Funds: It is expected that 
approximately $300,000 will be available 
for new grants for the activities 
announced in this notice in Fiscal Year 
1982. 

It is estimated that these funds could 
support 5 projects, 

The anticipated award for each 
project is between $50,000 and $150,000. 

However, these estimates do not bind 
the Department of Education to a 
specific number of grants or to the 
amount of any grant unless that amount 
is otherwise specified by statute or 
regulations. 

Allocation of Funds: The Secretary 
announces the availability of funds for 
new applications proposing the 
activities described in 34 CFR 510.10(d) 
that are designed exclusively for 
parents. Under 34 CFR 510.10(d) the 
following activities are authorized: 
Providing short-term or year-round 
institutes designed to improve the skills 
of parents and other participants in 
carrying out their responsibilities in 
programs of bilingual education. 
However, only those applications 
proposing activities that are designed 
exclusively for parents will be 
considered for funding under this 
announcement. 

Application Forms: The red 
application package entitled Application 
for Grants Under Bilingual Education 
Programs must be used in developing 
applications under this notice. This 
application package has been mailed to 
individuals on the mailing list for the 
Bilingual Education Act programs. 

A copy of the application package 
may be obtained by writing to the Office 
of Bilingual Education and Minority 
Languages Affairs, U.S. Department of 
Education (Room 421, Reporters 
Building), 400 Maryland Avenue, SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20202-5401, Attention: 
Ms. Costella Hayes. 

Applications must be prepared and 
submitted in accordance with the 
regulations, instructions, and forms 
included in the application package. The 
Secretary strongly urges that the 
narrative portion of the application not 
exceed 40 pages in length. The Secretary 


further urges that applicants not submit 
information that is not requested. 

Applicable Regulations: Regulations 
applicable to this program include the 
following: 

(1) The regulations governing the 
Training Projects Program, 34 CFR Parts 
500 and 510 (previously 45 CFR Parts 123 
and 123e). 

(2) The Education Department 
General Administrative Regulations 
(EDGAR) 34 CFR Parts 75 and 77 
(previously 45 CFR Parts 100a and 100c). 

Further Information: For further 
information contact Charles Miller, 
Office of Bilingual Education and 
Minority Languages Affairs, U.S. 
Department of Education (Room 421, 
Reporters Building), 400 Maryland 
Avenue, SW., Washington, D.C. 20202. 
Telephone (202) 447-9273. 


(20 U.S.C. 3233) 


(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No. 


84.003, Bilingual Education Act—Training 
Projects Programs) 
Dated: February 10, 1982. 
T. H. Bell, 
Secretary of Education. 
[FR Doc. 82-4270 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4000-01-M 


Women’s Educational Equity Act 
Program; Application Notice for New 
Projects and Noncompeting 
Continuations for Fiscal Year 1982 


Applications are invited for new 
projects and for noncompeting 
continuation projects under the 
Women’s Educational Equity Act 
Program. 

Authority for this program is 
contained in Title IX, Part C, of the 
Elementary and Secondary Education 
Act of 1965, as amended by the 
Education Amendments of 1978. (20 
U.S.C. 3341-3348). 

This program issues awards to public 
agencies, private nonprofit 
organizations, and individuals. 

The purpose of the awards is to 
develop educational materials and 
model programs designed to promote 
women’s educational equity. These 
materials and programs are developed 
for replication throughout the United 
States. 

Closing Date for Transmittal of 
Applications: Applications for new 
awards must be-mailed or hand 
delivered by April 23, 1982. Applications 
for non-competing continuation awards 
must be mailed or hand delivered by 
February 26, 1982. 

Applications Delivered by Mail: An 
application sent by mail must be 
addressed to the U.S. Department of 
Education, Application Control Center, 
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Attention: 84.083A for general grants, 
and 84.083B for small grants, 
Washington, D.C. 20202-3561. 

An applicant must show proof of 
mailing consisting of one of the 
following: 

’ (1) A legibly dated U.S. Postal Service 
postmark. 

(2) A legible mail receipt with the date 
of mailing stamped by the U.S. Postal 
Service. 

(3) A dated shipping label, invoice, or 
receipt from a commercial carrier. 

(4) Any other proof of mailing 
acceptable to the U.S. Secretary of . 
Education. eA, 

If an application is sent through the 
U.S. Postal Service, the Secretary does 
not accept either of the following as 
proof of mailing: (1) A private metered 
postmark, or (2) a mail receipt that is not 
dated by the U.S. Postal Service. 

An applicant should note that the U.S. 
Postal Service does not uniformly 
provide a dated postmark. Before relying 
on this method, an applicant should 
check with its local post office. 

An applicant is encouraged to use 
registered or at least first class mail. 
Each late applicant will be notified that 
its application will not be considered. 

Applications Delivered by Hand: An 
application that is hand delivered must 
be taken to the U.S. Department of 
Education, Application Control Center, 
Room 5673, Regional Office Building 3, 
7th and D Streets, S.W., Washington, 
D.C. The Application Control Center 
will accept a hand-delivered application 
between 8:00 a.m. and 4:30 p.m. 
(Washington, D.C. time) daily, except 
Saturday, Sunday, or Federal holidays. 

An application for a new project that 
is hand delivered will not be accepted 
after 4:30 p.m. on the closing date. 

If an noncompeting continuation 
application is late, the Department of 
Education may lack sufficient time to 
review it with other noncompeting 
continuation applications and may 
decline to accept it. 

Program Information: Final 
regulations governing grants under the 
Women’s Educational Equity Act 

) Program were published in the 
Federal Register on April 3, 1980, 45 FR 
22730. The regulations provide five 
priorities that are applicable to general 
grants in order to ensure that available 
funds are awarded to projects that are 
likely to achieve the purpose of the Act 
most effectively. These priorities are 
described in 34 CFR 745.23 through 
745.27 (formerly 45 CFR 160f.23 through 
160f.27) of the regulations. 

Each year, the Secretary selects one 
or more of these priorities and 
determines whether the selected 
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priorities will also apply to small grants. 
The Secretary also allocates a 
percentage of available funds to each 
selected priority. 

Available Funds and rams 
Priorities: It is not known what leve} of 
appropriations, if any, will be available 
for the WEEA Program for Fiscal Year 
1982. However, to ensure the proper 
administration of the program, 
applications must be solicited at this 
time. In Fiscal Year 1981, $8.125 million 
was available for this program. 
Approximately $1.5 million was used for 
12 new general grants; $388,000 was 
used for 9 new small grants. 
Approximately $4.1 million was used for 
34 noncompeting continuation grants 
and approximately $2.1 million was 
used to fund continuations of six 
contracts. The average general grants 
was $80,000; the average small grant 
was $24,000. 

In Fiscal Year 1982, the priorities 
described below will apply to both 
general and small grants. Of the funds 
available for new general grants and 
small grants, the Secretary will make 
allocations according to the priorities 
and in the percentages set out below. 

These nihshint bene. do not bind 
the U.S. Department of Education to a 
specific number of grants or to the 
amount awarded to any priority, unless 
that amount is otherwise specified by 
statute or regulations. r 

Section 745.23—Priority for model 
projects on Title IX Compliance: 30%. 
The Secretary will support the 
development of model programs and 
educational materials that enable local 
educational agencies, institutions of 
higher education, and other educational 
agencies and institutions to meet the 
requirements of Title IX of the 
Education Amendments of 1972. 

Section 745.24—Priority for model 
projects on educational equity for racial 
and ethnic minority women and girls: 
30%. The Secretary will support projects 
that focus on issues of double 
discrimination, bias, and stereotyping 
based on sex and race or ethnic origin, 
affecting women and girls of racial and 
ethnic minority groups. 

Section 745.25—Priority for model 
projects on educational equity for 
disabled women and girls: 15%. The 
Secretary will support projects that 
address issues of double discrimination, 
bias, and stereotyping affecting disabled 
women and girls. 

Section 745.26—Priority for model 
projects to influence leaders in 
educational policy and administration: 
10%. The Secretary will support projects 
that are designed to encourage 
institutional change by assisting policy 
makers, administrators, and 


organizations to take positive steps to 
ensure Title IX compliance and 
educational equity for women and girls. 
These projects will focus on increasing 
the commitment of educational leaders 
and decision-makers to Title IX 
compliance and education equity for 
women. 

Section 745.27—Priority for model 
projects to eliminate persistent barriers 
to educational equity for women: 15%. 
For the first time since fiscal year 1980, 
the Secretary will support projects that 
are designed to remove or reduce 
persistent barriers confronting women in 
achieving edugational equity. 

Project activities may focus on 
barriers that have received little 
attention in the past or on barriers that 
past efforts have been unsuccessful in 
removing or reducing. 

Applicants are reminded that § 745.6 
(“Equity for all women: Diverse 
approaches”) of the regulations requires 
that any project which proposes to 
address the needs of all women must 
address the diverse needs of racial and 
ethnic minority women, disabled 
women, women of various socio- 
economic and geographical 
backgrounds, and women of various age 
groups. ~ 

An applicant must select and identify 
in its application the priority area in 
which the application will compete. 
Applications compete only against other 
applicants in that priority area. 

An applicant that does not identify a 
priority area in its application will be 
ineligible for an award. 

Applications for all grants will be 
evaluated competitively under the 
funding criteria in 34 CFR 745.29 through 
745.35. 

Application Forms: Application forms 
and program information packages are 
expected to be ready for mailing by 
February 22, 1982. They may be 
obtained by writing to the Women’s 
Educational Equity Act Program, U.S. 
Department of Education, (Room 1100, 
Donohoe), 400 Maryland Avenue, S.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20202-4104. 

Applications must be prepared and 
submitted in accordance with the 
regulations, instructions, and forms 
included in the program information 
package. 

Applicable Regulations: Regulations 
applicable to this program include the 
following: 

(a) Regulations governing projects of 
general significance under the Women’s 
Educational Equity Act, 34 CFR Part 745, 
(formerly 45 CFR Part 160f), published in 
the Federal Register on April 3, 1980. 

(b) Education Department General 
Administrative Regulations (EDGAR), 34 


CFR Parts 75 and 77 (formerly 45 CFR 
Parts 100a and 100c). ; 

Further Information: For further 

information contact Dr. Leslie R. Wolfe, 
Director, Women’s Educational Equity 
Act Program, U.S. Department of 
Education, {Room 1100, Donohoe), 400 
Maryland Avenue, S.W., Washington, 
D.C. 20202. Telephone: (202) 245-2181. 
(20 U.S.C. 3341-3348] 
(Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance No. 
84.083, Women’s Educational Equity Act 
Program) 

Dated: February 9, 1982. 

T. H. Bell, 

Secretary of Education. 

{FR Doc. 82-4271 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 4000-01-M 


Offfice of Postsecondary Education 


National Advisory Committee on 
Accreditation and institutional 
Eligibility Meeting. 


AGENCY: Department of Education, 
Office of Postsecondary Education. 


ACTION: Notice of public meeting. 


SUMMARY: This notice sets forth the 
schedule and proposed agenda of a 
public meeting of the National Advisory 
Committee on Accreditation and 
Institutional Eligibility. It also describes 
the functions of the Committee. Notice 
of these meetings is required under 
Federal Advisory Committee Act (5 
U.S.C. Appendix 1, 10{a){2)). This 
document is intended to notify the 
general public of its opporunity to attend 
and to participate. 


DATES: March 23, 1982, 9:00 a.m. to 5:00 
p.m. local time; March 24, 9:00 a.m. to 
5:00 p.m. Requests for oral presentations 
before the Committee must be received 
on or before March 5. Written material 
may be submitted at any time prior to 
the meeting and will be considered by 
the Advisory Committee. 


AppRESs: Copley Hall, Georgetown 
University, 37th and O Street, NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20007. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Richard J. Rowe, Director, Eligibility and 
Agency Evaluation Staff, Office of 
Postsecondary Education, 400 Maryland 
Avenue, SW. {Room 3030, ROB-3), U.S. 
Department of Education, Washington, 
D.C. 20202. 

The National Advisory Committee on 
Accreditation and Institutional 
Eligibility is authorized by Section 1205 
of the Higher Education Act, as 
amended by Public Law 96-374 (20 





U.S.C. 1145). The Committee advises the 
Secretary of Educaiton regarding his 
responsibility to publish a list of 
nationally recognized accrediting 
agencies and associations; State 
agencies recognized for the approval of 
public postsecondary vocational 
education; and State agencies 
recognized for the approval of nurse 
education. The Committee also advises 
the Secretary regarding policy affecting 
recognition of accrediting and approval 
bodies, and institutional eligibility for 
participation in Federal funding 
programs. 

The meeting on March 23, and 24 will 
be open to the public. This meeting will 
be held at the Copley Hall, Georgetown 
University, 37th and O Streets, NW., 
Washington, D.C. The Committee will 
review petitions and reports by 
accrediting and State approval agencies 
relative to initial or continued 
recognition by the U.S. Secretary of 
Education. The Committee will also hear 
presentations by representatives of the 
petitioning agencies and interested third 
parties. Agencies having petitions and 
reports pending before the Committee 
are: 

American Association of Bible Colleges, 
Commission on Accrediting (renewal of 
recognition) 

Association for Clinical Pastoral Education, 
Inc. (renewal of recognition) 

American Osteopathic Association, (interim 


report) 

Council for Non-Collegiate Continuing 
Education, Accrediting Commission 
(renewal of recognition) 

National Architectural Accrediting Borad, 
Inc. (renewal of recognition) 

National Association of Trade and Technical 
Schools, Accrediting Commission (interim 
report) 

New Penand Association of Schools and 
Colleges (renewal of recognition) 

New Jersey State Board Education (interim 
report) 


G-11533-000, Jan. 6, 1962 *.......... 


Gas Producing Company, 5735 Pineland 
Drive, P.O. Box 31049, Dallas, Texas 75231. 


Oklahoma State Board of Vocational and 
Technical Education (clarification of its 
scope of recognition) 

Photographic Art and Science Foundation 
(initial recognition) 

Requests for oral presentations before 
the Committee should be submitted in 
writing to Richard J. Rowe (address as 
above). Requests should include the 
names of all persons seeking an 
appearance, the organization or 
organizations they represent, and the 
purpose for which the presentation is 
requested. Requests must be received on 
or before March 8, 1982. Time 
constraints may limit oral presentations. 
However, written material will be 
considered by the Advisory Committee. 


Signed at Washington, D.C. on February 10, 
1982. 
Thomas P. Melady, 


Assistant Secretary for Postsecondary 
Education, Department of Education. 


[FR Doc. 82-4126 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4000-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 


Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission 


[Docket Nos. G-9989-000, et al.] 
Sun Oil Co., et al.; Applications for 


Certificates, Abandonment of Service - 


and Petitions To Amend Certificates ' 
February 9, 1982. 

Take notice that each of the 
Applicants listed herein has filed an 
application or petition pursuant to 
section 7 of the Natural Gas Act for 
authorization to sell natural gas in 
interstate commerce or to abandon 
service as described herein, all as more 
fully described in the respective 
applications and amendments which are 


! This notice does not provide for consolidation 
for hearing of the several matters covered herein. 
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on file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
applications should on or before 
February 26, 1982, file with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20426, petitions to 
intervene or protests in accordance with 
the requirements of the Commission’s 
Rules of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 
1.8 or 1.10). All protests filed with the 
Commission will be considered by it in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make the 
protestants parties, to the proceeding. 
Persons wishing to become parties to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file petitions to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
by sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas 
Act and the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure a hearing will be 
held without futher notice before the 
Commission on all applications in which 
no petition to intervene is filed within 
the time required herein if the 
Commission on its own review of the 
matter believes that a grant of the 
certificates or the authorization for the 
proposed abandonment is required by 
the public convenience and necessity. 
Where a petition for leave to intervene 
is timely filed, or where the Commission 
on its own motion believes that a formal 
hearing is required, further notice of 


_ such hearing will be duly given. 


Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicants to appear or 
to be represented at the hearing. 
Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 


Kinder 
and Cowpen Creek Fields, Allen and Beauregard 
Parishes, Louisiana. 

EI Paso Natural Gas Company, Union Texas Petro- 


G-11943-000, D, Feb. 2, 1982.......| Mobil Producing Texas & New Mexico Inc., Suite 


2700 


Nine Greenway Plaza, Houston, Texas 


Houston, Texas 


Mobil Producing Texas & New Mexico Inc, Sute 
Nine Greenway Plaza, 


2700 
77046 





CI78-607-002, D, Jan. 29, 1982...) ...... 


Ci78-884-001, D, Jan. 29, 1982 
Ci82-70-001, Feb. 1, 1982... 


182-159-000, B, Jan. 19, 1982... 
182-160-000, A, Jan. 21, 1982 
Ci82-161-000 (CI63-1026), 8, 
Jan. 25, 1982. 
. CI82-162-000, A,dan. 1982...” 
182-163-000, A, Jan. 27, 1982... 
Ci82-164-000 (Ci64-1310), B, 


Jan. 12, 1982. 
C182-165-000, B, Dec. 28, 1981... 


Ci82-166-000, B, Feb. 1, 1982... 


Ci82-167-000 (G-12018), B, Jan. 
29, 1982. 


Cl82-168-000, A, Jan. 29, 1982 
Ci82-169-000, B, Feb. 1, 1982... 


Ci82-170-000 (CI67-67), Jan. 12, | Conoco Inc., P.O. Box 2197, Houston, Texas 77252_. 


Gulf Olt Corporation, P.O. Box 2100, Houston, 
Texas 77252. 

Northern Michigan Exploration Company, One Jack- 
son Square, Jackson, Michigan 49204. 


ARCO Off and Gas Company, Division of Atfantic 
Richfield Company, Post Office Box 2819, Dallas, 
Texas 75221. _ 

Texas Gulf inc. 1100 Milam Building, Houston, 
Texas 77002. 

Union Oi Company of California, P.O. Box 7600, 
Los Angeles, California 90051. 


Conoco inc., P.O. Box 2197, Houston, Texas 77252... 


ARCO Oli and Gas Company, Division of Atlantic 
Richfield Company, Post Office Box 2819, Dallas, 
Texas 75221. 

David C. Bintliff, Interésts Oil & Gas Division, Suite 
1309, Bank of the Southwest Building, Houston, 
Texas 77002. 


Mobil Producing Texas & New Mexico inc., ‘Nine 
Greenway Plaza, Suite 2700, Houston, Texas 


77046. 

Amoco Production Company, P.O. Box 50879, New 
Orleans, Louisiana 70150. 

Kansas Natural Gas, inc. ef a/, P.O. Box 818, Hays, 





Blocks A-302, A-303, A-318 and A-319, Off 
shore Texas. 


(%) 


Southem Natural Gas Company, Mustang Isiand 
Area, Block 755, Offshore Texas. 


Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company, Lopeno Fieid, 
Zapata County, Texas. 

Cabot Corporation, Wickett “B” Lease, N. Ward 
(Estes) Field, S/2 S/2 Sec. 2, Bik. 16, University 
Lands, Ward County, Texas. 

United Gas Pipe Line Company, St. Martin Land 
Company oil and gas lease, 230 acres in Section 
9, T8S, R7E; 120 acres in Section 10, T8S, R7E, 
St. Martin Parish, Louisiana. 

Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company, East Sun Field, 
Starr County, Texas. 


Northern Natural Gas Company, Mississippi Canyon 
Block 194, Offshore Louisiana. 

Northern Natural Gas Company, Finney County, 
Kansas. 

Northern Natural Gas Company, Fart Supply Area, | 
Elis, Woodward and Dewey Counties, Oklahoma, | 





from Giones s Big 
a a 


75, and the lease 
effective April 1 


's filing 
:Apptcant is tng to change delvry poi. 


‘0 Ga reserves 


and 
‘1Lease was released in December, 1980. Lease was 


reserves had been 


CPi nee 





depleted. 
by Amendatory 


under Gas Sales Contract dated February 7, 1977, amended by Amendatory Agreement dated August 24, 1977 
lease cancelied. 


ter’s Lake Texon Gasoline Extraction Plant to Union Texas Petroleum’s Benedum Plant, Upton County, Texas. 
amended Agreement dated December 1, 1981. 

‘4, and Lease No. T-25971 sales iaeniee saree 1974. 
surrendered i 


 cO7T- ot often tone Gente tends ware extject t Tenneco Of Company cate qubaihtn 212. 


nonproducing. 
as of November 12, 1981, Southern Natural Gas Company assigned 50% of the gas to be purchased from Mobil Producing Texas & New Mexico under gas sales 


ly assignment dated as 
contract dated October 1, 1981, to Florida Gas Transmission Company. 
13 Gul’ interest in the lease covered by the basic contract has been terminated and the contract will expire om March 1, 1982 pursuant to Notice given by Gulf dated December 11, 1981, 
under Gas Purchase Contract dated January 6, 1982. 


axpired by its own terms on August 1, 1981. Applicant no longer owns a working interest in the acreage committed under the contract 


dated June 4, 1981. 


te Gag reserves am Gapleted, Ol end one (ease eqpbed on Sentember 25. 1981 and Bintliff has 
Plugged abandoned on September 28, 1977, and the lease was surr 
Ha 1982. 


lease pertains solc.y to nonproducing zones below 11,984 feet. 
—Amendment to add acreage; D—Amendment to delete acreage; E—Total Succession; F—Partial Succession. 


2) The last well was and 


os ae 
pont Recon mete 
Filing Code: A—ini tial Service; B—Abando 


[FR Doc. 82-3953 Filed 2-16-62; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Project No. 5866-000} 


Colorado River Water Conservation 
District; Application for Preliminary 
Permit 

February 8, 1982. 


Take notice that Colorado River 
Water Conservation District (Applicant) 
filed on January 8, 1982, an application 
for preliminary permit (pursuant to the 
Federal Power Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)- 
825(r) for Project No. 5866 to be known 
as the Una Project located on the 
Colorado River in the town of 
Parachute, Garfield and Mesa Counties, 
Colorado. The application is on file with 
the Commission and is available for 
public inspection. Correspondence with 
the Applicant should be directed to: 
Robert L. McCarty, McCarty, Noone and 


ining. 
ge Committed to contract was sold to Ibex Inc. effective June 1, 1972 


in December, 


Williams, 490 L’Enfant Plaza, East, Suite 
3306, Washington, D.C. 20024. 


Project Description—The proposed 
project would consist of: (1) A new 145- 
foot high 1,775-foot long zoned earth 
dam; (2} a new 425-foot long; 145-foot 
high concrete spillway gate section; (3) a 
3,825 acre reservoir with a total storage 
capacity of 175,000 acre-feet at elevation 
5,065 feet m.s.1., (4) a new powerhouse 
located at the south abutment 
containing turbine-generators with a 
total rated capacity of 28.05 MW; (5) a 
four-mile long, 33-kV transmission line; 
and (6) appurtenant facilities. The 
project would generate up to 130,000,000 
kWh annually. Energy produced at the 
project would be sold to Public Service 
Company of Colorado, Colorado-Ute 


and abandoned the well. 


Electric Association or the Western 
Area Power Administration. 


The proposed project would be a 
multi-use reservoir for base-load electric 
generation and industrial, municipal and 
agricultural water supply. 

Proposed Scope of Studies Under 
Permit—A preliminary permit if issued, 
does not authorize construction. The 
work proposed under the preliminary 
permit would include economic analysis, 
preparation of preliminary engineering 
plan, and a study of environmental 
impacts. Geotechnical investigations 
including borings and test pits would be 
accomplished in the vicinity of the 
proposed dam axis. Any disturbed areas 
would be restored. Based on results of 
these studies, Applicant would decide 





6922 


whether to proceed with more detailed 
studies and the preparation of an 
application for license to construct and 
operate the project. The cost of the 
studies under the preliminary permit has 
been éstimated by the Applicant to be 
$550,000. 

Competing Applications—Anyone | 
desiring to file a competing application 
for preliminary permit must submit to 
the Commission, on or before April 16, 
1982, the competing application itself, or 
a notice of intent to file such an 
application (see: 18 CFR 4.30 et seq. 
(1981); and Docket No. RM81-15, issued 
October 29, 1981, 46 FR 55245, November 
9, 1981). 

The Commission will accept 
applications for license or exemption 
from licensing, or a notice of intent to 
submit such an application in response 
to this notice. A notice of intent to file 
an application for license or exemption 
must be submitted to the Commission on 
or before April 16, 1982, and should 
specify the type of application 
forthcoming: Any application for license 
or exemption from licensing must be 
filed in accordance with the 
Commission's regulations (see: 18 CFR 
4.30 et seq. or 4.101 et seq. (1981), as 
appropriate). 

Submission of a timely notice of intent 
to file an application for preliminary 
permit, allows an interested person to 
file an acceptable competing application 
for preliminary permit no later than June 
14, 1982. 

Agency Comments—Federal, State, 
and local agencies are invited to submit 
comments on the described application. 
(A copy of the application may be 
obtained by agencies directly from the 
Applicant.) If an agency does not file 
comments within the time set below, it 
will be presumed to have no comments. 

Comments, Protests, or Petitions to 
Intervene—Anyone may submit 
comments, a protest, or a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
requirements of the Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980). 
In determining the appropriate action to 
take, the Commission will consider all 
protests or other comments filed, but 
only those who file a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules may become a 
party to the proceeding. Any comments, 
protests or petitions to intervene must 
be received on or before April 16, 1982. 

Filing and Service of Responsive 
Documents—Any filings must bear in all 
captial letters the title “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE 
COMPETING APPLICATION”, 
“COMPETING APPLICATION”, 
“PROTEST”, or “PETITION TO 
INTERVENE”, as applicable, and the 


Project Number of this notice. Any of 
the above named documents must be 
filed by providing the original and those 
copies required by the Commission’s 
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street, 
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An 
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E. 
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch, 
Division of Hydropower Licensing, 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Room 208 RB at the above address. A 
copy of any notice of intent, competing 
application, or petition to intervene must 
also be served upon each representative 
of the Applicant specified in the first 
paragraph of this notice. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-3825 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Project No. 3932-002] 


American Hydro Power Co.; 
Application for Exemption for Small 
Hydroelectric Power Project Under 5 
MW Capacity 


February 16, 1982. 

Take notice that on January 18, 1982, 
American Hydro Power Company 
(Applicant) filed an application, under 
Section 408 of the Energy Security Act of 
1980 (Act) (16 U.S.C. 2705, and 2708 as 
amended), for exemption of a proposed 
hydroelectric project from licensing 
under Part I of the Federal Power Act. 
The proposed small hydroelectric 
project, Project No. 3932 would be 
located on the Little River in 
Montgomery County, North Carolina. 
Correspondence with the Applicant 
should be directed to: Peter A. McGrath, 
American Hydro Power Company, Two 
Aldwyn Center, Villanova, 
Pennsylvania 19085. 

Project Description—The proposed 
project would consist of: (1) An existing 
353-foot long and 37-foot high cut-stone 
and concrete dam known as the 
Upstream Dam; (2) an existing 800-foot 
long headrace canal; (3) an existing 48.6- 
acre reservoir which contains an 
estimated gross storage of 495 acre-feet 
at normal stream levels; (4) a rebuilt 
powe:house with a proposed installed 
generating capacity of 800 kW; and (5) 
appurtenant facilities. 

The Applicant estimates that the 
average annual energy output would be 
2,042 MWh. 

Purpose of Exemption—An 
exemption, if issued, gives the Exemptee 
priority of control, development, and 
operation of the project under the terms 
of the exemption from licensing, and 
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protects the Exemptee from permit or 
license applicants that would seek to 
take or develop the project. 

Agency Comments—The U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, The National Marine 
Fisheries Service, and the North 
Carolina Wildlife Resources 
Commission are requested, for the 
purposes set forth in Section 408 of the 
Act, to submit within 60 days from the 
date of issuance of this notice 
appropriate terms and conditions to 
protect any fish and wildlife resources 
or to otherwise carry out the provisions 
of the Fish and Wildlife Coordination 
Act. General comments concerning the 
project and its resources are requested; 
however, specific terms and conditions 
to be included as a condition of 
exemption must be clearly identified in 
the agency letter. If an agency does not 
file terms and conditions within this 


_ time period, that agency will be 


presumed to have none. Other Federal, 
State, and local agencies are requested 
to provide any comments they may have 
in accordance with their duties and 
responsibilities. No other formal 
requests for comments will be made. 
Comments should be confined to 
substantive issues relevant to the 
granting of an exemption. If an agency 
does not file comments within 60 days 
from the date of issuance of this notice, 
it will be presumed to have no 
comments. One copy of an agency's 
comments must also be sent to the 
Applicant's representatives. 

Competing Applications—Any 
qualified license applicant desiring to 
file a competing application must submit 
to the Commission, on or before April 5, 
1982, either the competing license 
application that proposes to develop at 
least 7.5 megawatts in that project, or a 
notice of intent to file such a license 
application. Submission of a timely 
notice of intent allows an interested 
person to file the competing license 
application no later than 120 days from 
the date that comments, protests, etc., 
are due. Applications for preliminary 
permit will not be accepted. 

A notice of intent must conform with 
the requirements of 18 CFR 4.33 (b) and 
(c) (1980). A competing license 
application must conform with the 
requirements of 18 CFR 4.33 (a) and (d) 
(1980). 

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To 
Intervene—Anyone may submit 
comments, a protest, or a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
requirements of the Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980). 
In determining the appropriate action to 
take, the Commission will consider all 
protests or other comments filed, but 
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only those who file a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules may become a 
party to the proceeding. Any comments, 
protests, or petitions to intervene must 
be received on or before April 5, 1982. 
Filing and Service of Responsive 
Documents—Any filings must bear in all 
capital letters the title “COMMENTS” 
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE 
COMPETING APPLICATION,” 
“COMPETING APPLICATION,” 
“PROTEST,” or “PETITION TO 
INTERVENE,” as applicable, and the 
Project Number of this notice. Any of 
the above named documents must be 
filed by providing the original and those 
copies required by the Commission's 
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street, 
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An 
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E. 
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch, 
Division of Hydropower Licensing, 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Room 208 RB at the above address. A 
copy of any notice of intent, competing 
application, or petition to intervene must 
also be served upon each representative 
of the Applicant specified in the first 
paragraph of this notice. 
Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 62-4182 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Project No. 5745-000) 


City of Bryan, Ohio; Application for 
Preliminary Permit 


February 17, 1982. 

Take notice that the City of Bryan, 
Ohio (Applicant) filed on December 11, 
1981, and application for preliminary 
permit [pursuant to the Federal Power 
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791({a)-825(r)] for Project 
No, 5745 to be known as the Auglaize 
River Project located on the Auglaize 
River in Defiance County, Ohio. The 
application is on file with the 
Commission and is available for public 
inspection. Correspondence with the 
Applicant should be directed to: Mr. 
John Marquis, Chairman, Bryan 
Municipal Light & Water Utilities, 841 
East Edgerton Street, Bryan, Ohio 43506. 

Project Description—The proposed 
project would consist of: (1) An existing 
concrete dam 40 feet high and 400 feet 
long; (2) an existing reservoir with a 
maximum storage capacity of 12,000 
acre-feet and a normal surface elevation 
of 688 feet m.s.1.; (3) an existing 
powerhouse to include generating 
facilities capable of obtaining an 
installed capacity of 7.0 MW; (4) 


proposed transmission lines to connect 
the generators to the existing 
distribution system; and (5) appurtenant 
facilities. The proposed project is not 
located on Federal lands. The Applicant 
estimates that the average annual 
energy output would be 20.0 GWh. 

Purpose of Project—The Applicant 
proposes to use the power generated in 
its own system to serve the customers of 
the City of Bryan. 

Proposed Scope of Studies Under 
Permit—A preliminary permit, if issued, 
does not authorize construction. The 
Applicant seeks issuance of a 
preliminary permit for a period of 24 
months, during which time studies 
would be made to determine the 
engineering, environmental, and 
economic feasibility of the project. In 
addition, historic and recreational 
aspects of the project would be 
determined, along with consultation 
with Federal, State, and local agencies 
for information, comments and 
recommendations relevant to the 
project. The Applicant estimates that the 
cost of the studies would be $25,000. 

Competing Applications—Anyone 
desiring to file a competing application 
for preliminary permit must submit to 
the Commission, on or before May 24, 
1982, the competing application itself 
[see: 18 CFR 4.30 et. seq. (1981)]. A 
notice of intent to file a competing 
application for preliminary permit will 
not be accepted for filing. 

The Commission will accept 
applications for license or exemption 
from licensing, or a notice of intent to 
submit such and application in response 
to this notice. A notice of intent to file 
an application for license or exemption 
must be submitted to the Commission on 
or before April 26, 1982, and should 
specify the type of application 
forthcoming. Applications for licensing 
or exemption from licensing must be 
filed in accordance with the 
Commission’s regulations [see: 18 CFR 
4.30 et. seq. or § 4.101 et. seq. (1981), as 
appropriate}. 

Agency Comments—Federal, State, 
and local agencies are invited to submit 
comments on the described application. 
(A copy of the application may be 
obtained by agencies directly from the 
Applicant.) If an agency does not file 
comments within the time set below, it 
will be presumed to have no comments. 

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To 
Intervene—Anyone may submit 
comments, a protest, or a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
requirements of the Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980). 
In determining the appropriate action to 
take, the Commission will consider all 
protests or other comments filed, but 


only those who file a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s rules may become a party 
to the proceeding. Any comments, 
protests, or petitions to intevene must be 
received on or before April 26, 1982. 
Filing and Service of Responsive 
Documents—any filings must bear in all 
capital letters the title “COMMENTS,” 
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE 
COMPETING APPLICATION,” 
“COMPETING APPLICATION,” 
“PROTEST,” or “PETITION TO 
INTERVENE,” as applicable, and the 
Project Number of this notice. Any of 
the above named documents must be 
filed by providing the original and those 
copies required by the Commission's 
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street, 
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An 
additional copy must be send to: Fred E. 
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch, 
Division of Hydropower Licensing, 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Room 208 RB at the above address. A 
copy of any notice of intent, competing 
application, or petition to intervene must 
also be served upon each representative 
of the Applicant specified in the first 
paragraph of this notice. 
Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 


[FR Doc. 82-4183 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 


BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket No. CP82-164-000] 


Columbia Gas Transmission Corp.; 
Application 
February 16, 1982. 

Take notice that on January 19, 1982, 
Columbia Gas Transmission 
Corporation (Applicant) 1700 MacCorkle 
Avenue, S.E., Charleston, West Virginia 
25312, filed in Docket No. CP82-164-000 
an application pursuant to section 7(c)} 
of the Natural Gas Act for a certificate 
of public convenience and necessity 
authorizing the construction of 
additional points of delivery to existing 
wholesale customers, all as more fully 
set forth in the application which is on 
file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

Applicant proposes to construct 34 
interconnecting tap facilities to provide 
additional points of delivery to the 
following of its existing wholesale 
customers: 

(1) Columbia Gas of Kentucky, Inc.: 1 
tap for residential service, 1 tap for 
commercial service, Estimated annual 
usage of 420 Mcf. 

(2) Columbia Gas of Ohio, Inc.: 20 taps 
for residential service, 1 tap for 
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commercial service, 1 tap for industrial 
service, Estimated annual usage of 3,700 
Mcf. 

(3) Columbia Gas of Pennsylvania, 
Inc.: 1 tap for residential service, 
Estimated annual usage of 150 Mcf. 

(4) Columbia Gas of West Virginia, 
Inc.: 7 taps for residential service, 1 tap 
for commercial service, Estimated 
annual usage of 1,066 Mcf. 

(5) The Dayton Power and Light 
Company: 1 tap for combined residential 
and industrial service, Estimated annual 
usage of 3,230 Mcf. 

It is stated that 29 of the 
interconnecting taps would provide 
residential service and that the 
remaining 5 interconnections would 
provide commercial service, industrial 
service, and combined commercial and 
residential service. 

Applicant states that the average cost 
of an interconnecting tap facility is 
estimated to be $300 and that the total 
cost of the interconnections proposed 
herein is estimated to be $10,200 which 
would be financed through internally 
generated funds. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before March 8, 
1982, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20426, a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission's Rules 
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10) and the Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All 
protests filed with the Commission will 
be considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission by - 
sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act 
and the Commission’s rules of practice 
and procedure, a hearing will be held 
without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no petition to intervene is’ 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the 
certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is 


required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4184 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Project No. 5871-000] 


Columbus Development Corp.; 
Application for Preliminary Permit 


February 12, 1982. 

Take notice that Columbus 
Development Corporation (Applicant) 
filed on January 13, 1982 an application 
for preliminary permit [pursuant to the 
Federal Power Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)- 
825(r)] for Project No. 5871 to be known 
as the Stillwater River Power Project 
located on the Stillwater River near 
Columbus, in Stillwater County, 
Montana. The application is on file with 
the Commission and is available for 
public inspection. Correspondence with 
the Applicant should be directed to: Mr. 
Vernon W. Sanders, Columbus 
Development Corporation, Star Rt. 2, 
Box 26, Columbus, Montana 59019. 

Project Description—The proposed 
project would consist of: (1) An existing 
200-foot long and 15-foot high concrete 
dam; (2) a proposed 575-foot long 
penstock; (3) a proposed powerhouse 
approximately 30 feet wide and 60 feet 
long; (4) transmission line; and (5) 
appurtenant facilities. The Applicant 
estimates the capacity of the proposed 
project to be 4300 kW, and the annual 
energy output to be 38,000,000 kWh. 
Project energy would be sold to the 
Beartooth Power Company. 

Proposed Scope of Studies Under 
Permit—A preliminary permit, if issued, 
does not authorize construction. 
Applicant has requested a 36-month 
permit to prepare a project report 
including preliminary designs, results of 
hydrological, environmental and 
economic feasibility studies. The cost of 
the above activities along with 
preparation of an environmental impact 
report, obtaining agreements with Forest 
Service and other Federal, State and 
local agencies, preparing a license 
application, conducting final field 
surveys and preparing designs is 
estimated by the Applicant to be 
$60,000. 

Compéting Applications—Anyone 
desiring to file a competing application 
for preliminary permit must submit to 
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the Commission, on or before May 24, 
1982, the competing application itself 
[see: 18 CFR 4.30 et seq. (1981)]. A notice 
of intent to file a competing application 
for preliminary permit will not be 
accepted for filing. 

The Commission will accept 
applications for license or exemption 
from licensing, or a notice of intent to 
submit such an application in response 
to this notice. A notice of intent to file 
an application for license or exemption 
must be submitted to the Commission on 
or before April 23, 1982, and should 
specify the type of application 
forthcoming. Applications for licensing 
or exemption from licensing must be 
filed in accordance with the 
Commission's regulations [see: 18 CFR 
4.30 et seq. or 4.101 et seq. (1981), as 
appropriate]. 

Agency Comments—Federal, State, 
and local agencies are invited to submit 
comments on the described application. 
(A copy of the application may be 
obtained by agencies directly from the 
Applicant.) If an agency does not file 
comments within the time set below, it 
will be presumed to have no comments. 

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To 
Intervene—Anyone may submit 
comments, a protest, or a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
requirements of the rules of practice and 
procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980). In 
determining the appropriate action to 
take, the Commission will consider all 
protests or other comments filed, but 
only those who file a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules may become a 
party to the proceeding. Any comments, 
protests, or petitions to intervene must 
be received on or before April 23, 1982. 

Filing and Service of Responsive 
Documents—Any filings must bear in all 
capital letters the title “COMMENTS,” 
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE 
COMPETING APPLICATION,” 
“COMPETING APPLICATION,” 
“PROTEST,” or “PETITION TO 
INTERVENE,” as applicable, and the 
Project Number of this notice. Any of 
the above named documents must be 
filed by providing the original and those 
copies required by the Commission's 
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street, 
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An 
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E. 
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch, 
Division of Hydropower Licensing, 
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Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Room 208 RB at the above address. A 
copy of any notice of intent, competing 
application, or petition to intervene must 
also be served upon each representative 


of the Applicant specified in the first 
paragraph of this notice. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4172 Filed 2~16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Project No. 5711-000] 


Colville Confederated Tribes; 
Application for Preliminary Permit 


February 16, 1982. 

Take notice that Colville 
Confederated Tribes (Applicant) filed on 
December 3, 1981, an application for 
preliminary permit [pursuant.to the 
Federal Power Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)- 
825(r)] for Project No. 5711 to be known 
as the Nespelem River Project located 
on the Nespelem River, near Nespelem 
in Okanogan County, Washington. The 
application is on file with the 
Commission and is available for public 
inspection. Correspondence with the 
Applicant should be directed to: Gary 
Passmore, Colville Conferated Tribes, 
P.O. Box 150, Nespelem, Washington 
99155. 

Project Description—The proposed 
project would consist of: (1) The existing 
7-foot high and 15-foot long concrete 
diversion structure; (2) an intake 
structure; (3) a one-mile long penstock; 
(4) a powerhouse containing one 
generating unit rated at 1,800 kW; and 
(5) a 2.5-mile long transmission line. The 
average annual energy generation is 
estimated to be 9 million kWh. 

Proposed Scope of Studies Under 
Permit—A preliminary permit, if issued, 
does not authorize construction. 
Applicant seeks issuance of a 
preliminary permit for a period of 18 
months, during which time it would 
conduct engineering, economic, 
environmental, and feasibility studies, 
and prepare an FERC license 
application. No new roads would be 
required to conduct the studies. The cost 
of the work to be done under the 
preliminary permit is $10,000. 

Competing Applications—Anyone 
desiring to file a competing application 
for preliminary permit must submit to 
the Commission, on or before May 24, 
1982, the competing application itself 
[see: 18-CFR 4.30 et seq. (1981)]. A notice 
of intent, to file a competing application 
for preliminary permit will not be 
accepted for filing. 

The Commission will accept 
applications for license or exemption 


from licensing, or a notice of intent to 
submit such an application in response 
to this notice. A notice of intent to file 
an application for license or exemption 
must be submitted to the Commission on 
or before April 26, 1982, and should 
specify the type of application 
forthcoming. Applications for licensing 
or exemption from licensing must be 
filed in accordance with the 
Commission's regulations [see: 18 CFR 
§ 4.30 et seq. or § 4.101 et seq. (1981), as 
appropriate]. 

Agency Comments—Federal, State, 
and local agencies are invited to submit 
comments on the described application. 
(A copy of the application may be 
obtained by agencies directly from the 
Applicant.) If an agency does not file 
comments within the time set below, it 
will be presumed to have no comments. 

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To 
Intervene—Anyone may submit 
comments, a protest, or a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
requirements of the Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, 18 CFR § 1.8 or § 1.10 
(1980). In determining the appropriate 
action to take, the Commission will 
consider all protests or other comments 
filed, but only those who file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules may become a 
party to the proceeding. Any comments, 
protests, or petitions to intervene must 
be received on or before April 26, 1982. 

Filing and Service of Responsive 
Documents—Any filings must bear in all 
capital letters the title “COMMENTS,” 
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE 
COMPETING APPLICATION,” 
“COMPETING APPLICATION,” 
“PROTEST,” or “PETITION TO 
INTERVENE,” as applicable, and the 
Project Number of this notice. Any of 
the above named documents must be 
filed by providing the original and those 
copies required by the Commission's 
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street, 
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An 
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E. 
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch, 
Division of Hydropower Licensing, 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Room 208 RB at the above address. A 
copy of any notice of intent, competing 
application, or petition to intervene must 
also be served upon each representative 
of the Applicant specified in the first 
paragraph of this notice. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 


Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 82-4185 Filed 2-15-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket No. CP82-174-000] 


Continental Divide Pipeline Co.; 
Application 


February 16, 1982. 

Take notice that on January 25, 1982, 
Continental Divide Pipeline Company 
(Applicant), One Houston Center, 
Houston, Texas 77002, filed in Docket 
No. CP82-174-000 an application 
pursuant to section 7(c) of the Natural 
Gas Act for a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity authorizing 
the construction and operation of 
natural gas pipeline and compressor 
facilities and the transportation of 
natural gas, all as more fully set forth in - 
the application which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Applicant proposes to construct and 
operate 162.2 miles of 30-inch pipeline 
and related facilities from the southern 
terminus of Northwest Pipeline 
Corporation’s (Northwest) main 
transmission system in the vicinity of 
Ignacio, Colorado, to Transwestern 
Pipeline Company's (Transwestern) 
compressor station #5 in McKinley 
County, New Mexico, and a new 
compressor station, West Canyon 
compressor station, consisting of 3 gas 
turbine-driven compressors of up to 
4,000 horsepower (ISO) each together 
with appurtenant facilities located near 
the northern terminus of the proposed 
line in the vicinity of Ignacio, Colorado. 

It is stated that the proposed facilities 
have been designed for a capacity of 
325,000 Mcf per day. The total estimated 
project cost of $125,625,000 would be 
financed initially through bank loans or 
short-term credit. Upon completion of 
construction, permanent financing 
would be arranged. 

Applicant also proposes herein to 
transport up to 162,500 dekatherms (dt) 
equivalent of natural gas per day each 
for Transwestern and Texas Eastern 
Transmission Corporation (Texas 
Eastern) through the proposed facilities. 
The proposed facilities would implement 
the purchase of long-term gas supplies 
by Transwestern and Texas Eastern 
from Northwest and would provide a 
ready means of transporting any 
additional gas acquired from areas 
adjacent to Northwest's existing 
pipeline system. 

Under Applicant's proposed Rate 
Schedule I, Applicant would charge a 
monthly facility charge for the proposed 
transportation service. Based on the 
estimated annual cost of service for the 
proposed facilities, it is estimated that 
the charge of each shipper would be 
$1,582,083.33. Applicant requests that 
the Commission in its order include an 





express finding that the provisions of 
Applicant's tariff are just and 
reasonable under the Natural Gas Act. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before March 8, 
1982, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20426, a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission's Rules 
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10) and the Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All 
protests filed with the Commission will 
be considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission by 
Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act 
and the Commission’s Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, a hearing will be held 
without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the 
certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is 
required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4186 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Project No. 5510-000] 


Grisdale Hill Co.; Application for 
Preliminary Permit 


February 16, 1982. 

Take notice that Grisdale Hill 
Company (Applicant) filed on October 
16, 1981, an application for preliminary 
permit [pursuant to the Federal Power 
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)-825(r)] for Project 
No. 5510 to be known as the Skokomish 
South Fork River Hydropower Project 
located on South Fork of Skokomish 
River in Mason County, Washington. 


The project would be within Olympic 
National Forest. The application is on 
file with the Commission and is 
available for public inspection. 
Correspondence with the Applicant 
should be directed to: Ms. Marilyn 
Tabor Shaw, Esquire, Suite 1100, 1333 
New Hampshire Avenue, NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20036. 

Project Description—The proposed 
project would consist of: (1) A 
reinforced concrete and natural rock 
diversion structure with negligible 
storage; (2) a diversion canal; (3) a steel 
penstock 200 feet long; (4) a powerhouse 
containing a turbine generator with 4 
MW capacity and 23 GWh annual 
energy production; (5) transmission 
lines; and (6) appurtenant facilities. 
Generated power would be sold to 
Bonneville Power Administration or a 
local utility. 

Proposed Scope of Studies Under 
Permit—A preliminary permit, if issued, 
does not authorize construction. The 
Applicant seeks issuance of a 
preliminary permit for a term of 24 
months, during which time engineering, 
economic and environmental studies 
will be conducted to ascertain project 
feasibility and to support application for 
a license to construct and operate the 
project. The estimated cost of those 
activities is $100,000. 

Competing Applications—Anyone 
desiring to file a competing application 
for preliminary permit must submit to 
the Commission, on or before April 26, 
1982, the competing application itself, or 
a notice of intent to file such an 
application [see: 18 CFR 4.30 et seq. 
(1981)]. 

The Commission will accept 
application for license or exemption 
from licensing, or a notice of intent to 
submit such an application in response 
to this notice. A notice of intent to file 
an application for license or exemption 
must be submitted to the Commission on 
or before April 26, 1982, and should 
specify the type of application 
forthcoming. Any application for license 
or exemption from licensing must be 
filed in accordance with the 
Commission’s regulations [see: 18 CFR 
4.30 et seq. or 4.101 et seq. (1981), as 
appropriate]. 

Submission of a timely notice of intent 
to file an application for preliminary 
permit, allows an interested person to 
file an acceptable competing application 
for preliminary permit no later than June 
24, 1982. 

Agency Comments—Federal, State, 
and local agencies are invited to submit 
comments on the described application. 
(A copy of the application may be 
obtained by agencies directly from the 
Applicant.) If an agency does not file 
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comments within the time set below, it 
will be presumed to have no comments. 
Comments, Protests, or Petitions To 
Intervene—Anyone may submit 
comments, a protest, or a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
requirements of the Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980). 
In determining the appropriate action to 
take, the Commission will consider all 
protests or other comments filed, but 
only those who file a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s Rules may become a 
party-to the proceeding. Any comments, 
protests, or petitions to intervene must 
be received on or before April 26, 1982. 
Filing and Service of Responsive 
Documents—Any filings must bear in all 
capital letters the title “COMMENTS,” 
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE 
COMPETING APPLICATION,” 
“COMPETING APPLICATION,” 
“PROTEST,” or “PETITION TO 
INTERVENE,” as applicable, and the 
Project Number of this notice. Any of 
the above named documents must be 
filed by providing the original and those 
copies required by the Commission’s 
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street, 
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An 
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E. 
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch, 
Division of Hydropower Licensing, 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Room 208 RB at the above address. A 
copy of any notice of intent, competing 
application, or petition to intervene must 
also be served upon each representative 
of the Applicant specified in the first 
paragraph of this notice. 
Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 82-4187 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Project No. 4908-001] 


Mary Jane Ruderman Hirschey; 
Application for Exemption for Small 
Hydroelectric Power Project Under 5 
MW Capacity 


February 16, 1982. 

Take notice that on December 16, 
1981, Mary Jane Ruderman Hirschey 
(Applicant} filed an application under 
Section 408 of the Energy Security Act of 
1980 (Act) (16 U.S.C. 2705 and 2708 as 
amended), for exemption of a proposed 
hydroelectric project from licensing 
under Part I of the Federal Power Act. 
The proposed small hydroelectric 
project (FERC Project No. 4908) would 
be located on the Black River in the 
Town of Wilna, Village of Carthage, 
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Jefferson County, New York. 
Correspondence with the Applicant 
should be directed to: Mr. Stephen F. 
Burke, 620 Washington Avenue, 
Rensselaer, New York 12144. 

Project Description—The existing 
facilities consist of: (1) 14-foot high, 125- 
foot long masonry and concrete 
overflow-type Dam A having crest 
elevation 717.9 feet msl; (2) 6-foot high, 
115-foot long concrete gravity overflow- 
type Dam B; (3) 6-foot high, 290-foot long 
concrete gravity overflow-type Dam C; 
(4) a reservoir having a surface area of 
8.5 acres and a storage capacity of 60 
acre-feet at normal pool elevation 717.97 
feet msl; (5) a forebay having trash 
racks; (6) a 24-foot deep steel frame/ 
concrete panel open flume having 8 steel 
head gates and containing 11 turbines 
connected to four shafts; (7) a tailrace; 
and (8) appurtenant facilities. 

Applicant proposes to redevelop the 
existing facilities and would: (1) 
Construct a new 116-foot long intake 
rack; (2) enlarge the forebay; (3) 
construct new intake gates; (4) construct 
a new powerhouse containing a new 
generating unit having a rated capacity 
of 2,450-kW at a head of 14 feet and a 
flow of 2,330 c.f.s.; (5) rehabilitate the 
turbines and install 4 new generators 
having a total rated capacity of 1,200- 
kW at a head of 14 feet and a flow of 
1,202 c.f.s.; (6) construct a 4.2/23-kV 
substation; (7) construct a 500-foot long 
23-kV transmission line; and (8) contruct 
a new tailrace having tailwater 
elevation 703.0 feet msl. Project energy 
would be sold to Niagara Mohawk 
Power Corporation. Applicant estimates 
that the average annual energy output 
would be 16,900,000 kWh. 

Purpose of Exemption—An 
exemption, if issued, gives the Exemptee 
priority of control, development, and 
operation of the project under the terms 
of the exemption from licensing, and 
protects the Exemptee from permit or 
license applicants that would seek to 
take or develop the project. 

Agency Comments—The U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, The National Marine 
Fisheries Service, and the New York 
State Department of Environmental 
Conservation are requested, for the 
purposes set forth in Section 408 of the 
Act, to submit within 60 days from the 
date of issuance of this notice . 
appropriate terms and conditions to 
protect any fish and wildlife resources 
or to otherwise carry out the provisions 
of the Fish and Wildlife Coordination 
Act. General comments concerning the 
project and its resources are requested; 
however, specific terms and conditions 
to be included as a condition of 
exemption must be clearly identified in 
the agency letter. If an agency does not 


file terms and conditions within this 
time period, that agency will be 
presumed to have none. Other Federal, 
State, and local agencies are requested 
to provide any comments they may have 
in accordance with their duties and 
responsibilities. No other formal 
requests for comments will be made. 
Comments should be confined to 
substantive issues relevant to the 
granting of an exemption. If an agency 
does not file comments within 60 days 
from the date of issuance of this notice, 
it will be presumed to have no 
comments. One copy of an agency’s 
comments must also be sent to the 
Applicant's representatives. 

Competing Applications—Any 
qualified license applicant desiring to 
file a competing application must submit 
to the Commission, on or before April 5, 
1982 either the competing license 
application that proposes to develop at 
least 7.5 megawatts in that project, or a 
notice of intent to file such a license 
application. Submission of a timely 
notice of intent allows an interested 
person to file the competing license 
application no later than 120 days from 
the date that comments, protests, etc. 
are due. Applications for preliminary 
permit will not be accepted. 

A notice of intent must conform with 
the requirements of 18 CFR 4.33(b) and 
(c) (1980). a competing license 
application must conform with the 
requirements of 18 CFR 4.33 (a) and (d) 
(1980). 

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To 
Intervene—Anyone may submit 
comments, a protest, or a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
requirements of its Rules of Practice and 
Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980). In 
determining the appropriate action to 
take, the Commission will consider all 
protests or other comments filed, but 
only those who file a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules may become a 
party to the proceeding. Any comments, 
protests, or petitions to intervene must 
be received on or before April 5, 1982. 

Filing and Service of Responsive 
Documents—Any filings must bear in all 
capital letters the title “COMMENTS,,” 
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE 
COMPETING APPLICATION,” 
“COMPETING APPLICATION,” 
“PROTEST,” or “PETITION TO 
INTERVENE,” as applicable, and the 
Project Number of this notice. Any of 
the above named documents must be 
filed providing the original and those 
copies required by the Commission's 
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street, 
NE, Washington, D.C. 20426. An 
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additional copy must be sent to Fred E. 
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch, 
Division of Hydropower Licensing, 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Room 208 RB, 825 North Capitol Street, 
N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426. A copy of 
any notice of intent, competing 
application, or petition to intervene must 
also be served upon each representative 
of the Applicant specified in the first 
paragraph of this notice. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4191 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket No. CP82-147-000] 


Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America; 
Application 


February 16, 1982. 

Take notice that on January 11, 1982, 
Natural Gas Pipeline Company of 
America (Applicant), 122 South 
Michigan Avenue, Chicago, Illinois 
60603, filed in Docket No. CP82-147-000 
an application pursuant to Section 3 of 
the Natural Gas Act for authorization to 
import natural gas from Canada, all as 
more fully set forth in the application 
which is on file with the Commission 
and open to public inspection. 

Applicant proposes to import from 
Canada on a firm basis up to 100,000 
Mcf of natural gas per day as well as 
any excess gas that may be available 
from day to day on a best-efforts basis 
all in accordance with a precedent 
agreement and a pro forma gas purchase 
contract between Applicant and 
TransCanada Pipe Lines Limited 
(TransCanada) dated January 29, 1981. 
Applicant states that such gas would be 
purchased from TransCanada 
commencing November 1, 1984, and 
would be delivered to Great Lakes Gas 
Transmission Company (Great Lakes) 
for and on behalf of Applicant at an 
existing point of interconnection 
between the pipelire facilities of 
TransCanada and Great Lakes on the 
international border near Emerson, 
Manitoba. Applicant states that Great 
Lakes would then transport such gas to 
a point of interconnection with Michigan 
Wisconsin Pipe Line Company which in 
turn would transport the gas to a point 

_ of interconnection with Applicant's 
system. 

It is stated that the price of the gas to 
be imported would be the Canadian 
export price as established by the 
National Energy Board of Canada. 
Applicant notes that the current price is 
$4.94 (U.S.) per million Btu. Applicant 
states that pursuant to the agreement 
sales and purchases would extend for a 





period of 10 years from the date of initial 
deliveries in the total quantity of 
365,000,000 Mcf. 

Applicant states that it would be 
obligated each year to take or pay for 75 
percent of the daily contract quantity of 
100,000 Mcf per day less any volumes 
which it requests but which is not 
delivered by TransCanada. It is stated 
that Applicant would pay TransCanada 
the sum of the transportation daily 
demand rate, the transportation 
commodity rate and the Alberta border 
price for any take-or-pay volumes and 
that such charge would be limited to 105 
percent of TransCanada’s CD service 
rate in its Manatoba rate zone pursuant 
to TransCanada’s Canadian tariff. 

Applicant maintains that these. 
additional long term Canadian supplies 
which it has agreed to buy from 
TransCanada represent an important 
part of the total supply which it plans to 
acquire to satisfy anticipated customer 
demands after 1984. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before March 8, 
1982, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20426, a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission's Rules 
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10). All protests filed with the 
Commission will be considered by it in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken but will not serve to make the 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
to a proceeding or to participate as a 
party in any hearing therein must file a 
petition to intervene in accordance with 
the Commission’s rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4173 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket No. CP80-86] 


Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America; 
Petition to Amend 


February 16, 1982. 

Take notice that on January 12, 1982,! 
Natural Gas Pipeline Company of 
America (Petitioner), 122 South 
Michigan Avenue, Chicage, Illinois 
60603, filed in Docket No. CP80-86 a 
petition to amend the order issued 
February 6, 1980, in the instant docket 
pursuant to section 7(c) of the Natural 


1 The application was initially tendered for filing 
on January 12, 1982; however, the fee required by 
§ 159.1 of the regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR 159.1) was not paid until January 25, 1982; 
thus, filing was not completed until the latter date. 


Gas Act and § 157.7(b) of the regulations 
thereunder (18 CFR 157.7(b)) so as to 
authorize the construction and operation 
of an offshore gas supply facility in 
excess of the single project limitation of 
$3,500,000, all as more fully set forth in 
the petition to amend which is on file 
with the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Petitioner states that it was 
authorized by order issued February 6, 
1980, to construct and operate certain 
natural gas facilities with a single 
project limitation of $3,500,000. 

It is stated that pursuant to advance 
payment agreements dated May 9, 1973, 
and December 19, 1973, with Aminoil 
Development, Inc. and Mesa Petroleum 
Company, respectively, a portion of the 
gas reserves to be produced from South 
Pass Area Block 78, offshore Louisiana, 
was committed to Petitioner. Petitioner 
further asserts that United Gas Pipe Line 
Company (United) and Southern Natural 
Gas Company (Southern) have also 
arranged to purchase gas reserves from 
this area. It is explained that to make 
these reserves available to their 
respective pipeline systems Petitioner, 
Southern and United agreed to enter 
into a construction, ownership; 
operating and maintenance agreement 
providing for the construction of 
approximately 2.3 miles of 16-inch 
pipeline and appurtenant facilities 
(South Pass 78 pipeline). 

Petitioner submits that it is 
responsible for designing and 
supervising the construction of the South 
Pass 78 pipeline. It is stated that the 
problems encountered in attaching the 
pipeline riser, bad weather and repairs 
by the producer on its production 
platform delayed the project and caused 
the actual cost of the project to exceed 
the estimated cost of $3,300,000. 
Petitioner now requests amendment of 
the order of February 6, 1980, so as to 
authorize the construction and operation 
of the South Pass 78 pipeline at a cost of 
$5,185,252. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
petition to amend should on or before 
March 8, 1982, file with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20426, a petition to 
intervene or a protest in accordance 
with the requirements of the 
Commission's rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR 157.10). all protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by it 
in determining the appropriate action to 
be taken but will not serve to make the 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
to a proceeding or to participate as a 


Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 32 / Wednesday, February 17, 1982 / Notices 


party in any hearing therein must file a 
petition to intervene in accordance with 
the Commission’s rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4188 Filed 2-16-82 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M__ 


[Docket No. CP82-156-000] 


Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America; 
Application 


February 16, 1982. 

Take notice that on January 15, 1982, 
Natural Gas Pipeline Company of 
America (Applicant), 122 South 
Michigan Avenue, Chicago, Illinois 
60603, filed in Docket No. CP82-156-000 
an application pursuant to section 7(c) 
of the Natural Gas Act for a certificate 
of public convenience and necessity 
authorizing the transportation of natural 
gas for Southern Natural Gas Company 
(Southern), all as more fully set forth in 
the application which is on file with the 
Commission and open for public 
inspection. 

Applicant states that pursuant to the 
terms of a gas transportation agreement 
dated May 18, 1981, it would transport 
up to 3,900 Mcf of natural gas per day 
which Southern has arranged to 
purchase from Sonat Exploration 
Company, Koch Industries, Inc. and 
General American Oil Company of 
Texas, in West Cameron Blocks 115 and 
116, offshore Louisiana. It is asserted 
that Applicant would receive the subject 
gas at the existing sub-sea tap of U-T 
Offshore System (UTOS) in west 
Cameron Block 116, offshore Louisiana, 
and would redeliver equivalent volumes 
after reduction for gas attributable to 
processing to Southern at the existing 
interconnection between the offshore 
facilities of Michigan Wisconsin Pipe 
Line Company, (UTOS) and High Island 
Offshore System in West Cameron 
Block 167. 

Applicant proposes to charge 
Southern a monthly demand charge 
based upon one-half of the then 
currently effective transportation rate 
being paid by Applicant to UTOS. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before March 8, 
1982, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20426, a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission’s rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10) and the Regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All 
protests filed with the Commission will 
be considered by it in determining the 
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appropriate action to be taken but will 
noi serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission by 
sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act 
and the Commission's Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, a hearing will be held 
without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the 
certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is 
required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

{FR Doc. 82-4175 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket No. CP82-172-000] 


Natural Gas Pipeline Co. of America 
and Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co., a 
Division of Tenneco Inc.; Application 


February 16, 1982. 

Take notice that on January 22, 1982, 
Natural Gas Pipeline Company of 
America (Natural), 122 South Michigan 
Avenue, Chicago, Illinois 60603, and 
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company, a 
Division of Tenneco Inc. (Tennessee), 
P.O. Box 2511, Houston, Texas 77001, 
filed in Docket No. CP82-172-000 an 
application pursuant to section 7(c) of 
the Natural Gas Act for a certificate of 
public convenience and necessity ~ 
authorizing the construction and 
operation of pipeline and other 
appurtenant facilities in the Eugene 
Island area, offshore Louisiana, all as 
more fully set forth in the application 
which is on file with the Commission 
and open to public inspection. 

Applicants propose to construct and 
operate 3.41 miles of 8%-inch pipeline 
and appurtenant facilities from a 
production platform in Eugene Island 
Block 345 to a sub-sea tap on an existing 


16-inch pipeline in Eugene Island Block 
367 jointly owned by Natural and 
Tennessee. The proposed facility is 
designed to enable Applicants to attach 
reserves in the Eugene Island Block 345 
field. It is stated that 50 percent of the 
gas reserves have been committed to 
Natural pursuant to a gas purchase 
contract with Marathon Oil Company 
and 50 percent of the gas reserves have 
been committed to Tennessee pursuant 
to a gas purchase contract with 
Amerada Hess Corporation. 

It is asserted that the proposed 
facilities would be constructed by 
Natural, operated by Tennessee and 
owned jointly by Natural and Tennessee 
with each having a 50 percent 
ownership percentage. Applicants 
estimate the cost of the proposed 
facilities to be $3,863,000 which would 
be financed initially through revolving 
credit arrangements, short-term loans 
and from funds on hand. Permanent 
financing would be undertaken as part 
of Applicants’ respective overall long- 
term financing programs at later dates. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before March 8, 
1982, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20426, a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission's rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10) and the regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All 
protests filed with the Commission will 
be considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission by 
sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act 
and the Commission's rules of practice 
and procedure, a hearing will be held 
without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the 
certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for-leave to intervene is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is 
required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 


Under the porocedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicants to appear or 
be represented at the hearing 
Kenneth F. Plumb, : 

Secretary. 
{FR Doc. 82-4174 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Project No. 5895-000) 


Nevada Irrigation District; Application 
for Preliminary Permit 
February 16, 1982. 

Take notice that Nevada Irrigation 
District (NID/ Applicant) filed on 
January 19, 1981, an application for 
preliminary permit [pursuant to the 
Federal Power Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)- 
825(r)] for Project No. 5895 to be known 
as the Lower Scotts Flat Power Project 
located on Deer Creek at the Applicant's 
existing Lower Scotts Flat Dam in 
Nevada County, California. The 
application is on file with the 
Commission and is available for public 
inspection. Correspondence with the 
Applicant should be directed to: Mr. 
Fred Bandy, General Manager, Nevada 
Irrigation District, P.O. Box 1019, Grass 
Valley, California 95945. i 

Project Description—The proposed 
project consists of: (1) The NID’s 
existing 325-foot long, 92-foot high 
concrete arch dam; (2) an existing 
reservoir with a usable storage capacity 
of 1,400 acre-feet at elevation 2,896.6 
feet (m.s.1.); (3) a 2-foot diameter, 180- 
foot long penstock; (4) a powerhouse to 
contain a generating unit with a rated 
capacity of 200 kW, operating under a 
head of 91 feet; and (5) a 1.25-mile long, 
three-phase 12-kV transmission line to 
tie into an existing line. The average 
annual energy output is 840,000 kWh. 

Proposed Scope of Studies Under 
Permit—A preliminary permit, if issued, 
does not authorize construction. The 
Applicant seeks a preliminary permit for 
a period of 24 months, during which it 
would conduct engineering, 
environmental and economic feasibility 
studies and prepare an application for 
an FERC license. The estimated cost for 
conducting these studies and preparing 
an application for an FERC license is 
$40,000. 

Competing Applications—This 
application was filed as a competing 
application to Charles J. Spinetta’s 
application for Project No. 5228 filed on 
August 11, 1981. Public notice of the 
filing of the initial application, which 
has already been given, established the 
due date for filing competing 
applications or notices of intent. In 
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accordance with the Commission's 
regulations, no competing application 
for preliminary permit, or notices of 
intent to file an application for 
preliminary permit or license will be 
accepted for filing in response to this 
notice. Any application for license or 
exemption from licensing, or notice of 
intent to file an exemption application, 
must be filed in accordance with the 
Commission's regulations [see: 18 CFR 
4.30 et seq. or 4.101 et seq. (1981), as 
appropriate]. 


Agency Comments—Federal, State, 
and local agencies are invited to submit 
comments on the described application. 
(A copy of the application may be 
obtained by agencies directly from the 
Applicant.) If an agency does not file 
comments within the time set below, it 
will be presumed to have no comments. 


Comments, Protests, or Petitions To 
Intervene—Anyone may submit 
comments, a protest, or a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
requirements of the rules of practice and 
procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980). In 
determining the appropriate action to 
take, the Commission will consider all 
protests or other comments filed, but 
only those who file a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's rules may become a party 
to the proceeding. Any comments, 
protests, or petitions to intervene must 
be received on or before April 5, 1982. 


Filing and Service of Responsive 
Documents—Any filings must bear in all 
capital letters the title “COMMENTS”, 
“PROTEST”, or “PETITION TO 
INTERVENE”, as applicable, and the 
Project Number of this notice. Any of 
the above named documents must be 
filed by providing the original and those 
copies required by the Commission's 
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street, 
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An 
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E, 
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch, 
Division of Hydropower Licensing, 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
825 North Capitol Street, NE., Room 208 
RB at the above address. A copy of any 
petition to intervene must also be served 
upon each representative of the 
Applicant specified in the first 
paragraph of this notice. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4189 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket No. GP81-37-000] 


Northwest Pipeline Corp.; Motion To 
Amend Order Granting Adjustment of 
Certain NGPA Section 108 Regulations 


February 12, 1982. 

On January 26, 1982, Northwest 
Pipeline Corporation (Northwest) filed 
with the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission (Commission) a motion to 
amend a Commission order issued 
November 6, 1981, which granted 
adjustment of certain regulations issued 
under section 108 of the Natural Gas 
Policy Act of 1978 (NGPA), pursuant to 
the Commission's authority in § 1.21 of 
the rules of practice and procedure. 

Specifically, Northwest seeks to 
include 56 additional wells which it 
alleges are similarily situated to those 
434 wells subject to the adjustment by 
the Commission order of November 6, 
1981. Northwest states that these 56 
wells are also connected to Northwest's 
gathering system in the San Juan Basin 
and were temporarily shut-in 
subsequent to the May 28, 1981 fire at 
Northwest's Ignacio gas processing 
plant. Northwest states that these 56 
wells are presently qualified as stripper 
wells under section 108 of the NGPA or 
are the subject of pending applications 
for stripper well determination. Further, 
Northwest states that these wells were 
not included in its initial application and 
are connected to Northwest's system 
with production from the wells 
processed through the Ignacio plant and 
that the 56 wells were affected equally 
with those wells for which the 
regulations have already been waived 
by Commission order. Finally, 
Northwest states that the 56 wells are 
all wells in which El Paso Natural Gas 
Company (El Paso) has a leasehold or 
purchase interest and that Northwest's 
filing was made at the request of El 
Paso. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest this petition should file, on or 
before March 19, 1982, with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street, NE., Washington, 
D.C. 20426, a protest or a petition in 
accordance with §§ 1.8 or 1.10 of the 
Commission's Rules of practice and 
procedure. All protests filed with the 
Commission will be considered, but will 
not make the protestants parties to the 
proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party to the proceeding or to 
participate as a party in any hearing 
must file a petition to intervene in 
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accordance with the Commission’s 
rules. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

{FR Doc. 82-4176 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Project No. 5756-000] 


Resource Investments; Application for 
Exemption for Small Hydroelectric 
Power Project Under 5 MW Capacity 


February 16, 1982. 

Take notice that on December 14, 
1981, Resource Investment (Applicant) 
filed an application under Section 408 of 
the Energy Security Act of 1980 (Act) (16 
U.S.C, 2705 and 2708 as amended), for 
exemption of a proposed hydroelectric 
project from licensing under Part I of the 
Federal Power Act. The proposed small 
hydroelectric project (Project No. 5756) 
would be located on Rock Creek within 
the Sierra National Forest in Madera 
County, California near the town of 
Huntington Lake. Correspondence with 
the Applicant should be directed to: Mr. 
Fred G. Castagna, 1646 East Street, 
Redding, California 96001. 

Project Description—The proposed 
project would consist of: (1) A 6-foot 
high diversion structure; (2) a 2,804-foot 
long, 36-inch diameter conduit; (3) a 
2,689-foot long penstock; (4) a 
powerhouse containing a single 
generating unit with a rated capacity of 
2,500 kW; and (5) a 5,100-foot long 
transmission line connecting the 
proposed powerhouse with the Southern 
California Edison Company’s existing 
12-kV transmission line north of the 
powerhouse. 

Purpose of Exemption—An 
exemption, if issued, gives the Exemptee 
priority of control, development, and 
operation of the project.under the terms 
of the exemption from licensing, and 
protects the Exemptee from permit or 
license applicants that would seek to 
take or develop the project. 

Agency Comments—The U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, The National Marine 
Fisheries Service, and the California 
Department of Fish and Game are 
requested, for the purposes set forth in 
Section 408 of the Act, to submit within 
60 days from the date of issuance of this 
notice appropriate terms and conditions 
to protect any fish and wildlife 
resources or to otherwise carry out the 
provisions of the Fish and Wildlife 
Coordination Act. General comments 


concerning the project and its resources 
are requested; however, specific terms 
and conditions to be included as a 
condition of exemption must be clearly 
identified in the agency letter. If an 
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agency does not file terms and 
conditions within this time period, that 
agency will be presumed to have none. 
Other Federal, State, and local agencies 
are requested to provide any comments 
they may have in accordance with their 
duties and responsibilities. No other 
formal requests for comments will be 
made. Comments should be confined to 
substantive issues relevant to the 
granting of an exemption. If an agency 
does not file comments within 60 days 
from the date of issuance of this notice, 
it will be presumed to have no 
comments. One copy of an agency’s 
comments must also be sent to the 
Applicant's representatives. 

Competing Application—Any 
qualified license applicant desiring to 
file a competing application must submit 
to the Commission, on or before April 5, 
1982 either the competing license 
application that proposes to develop at 
least 7.5 megawatts in that project, or 
notice of intent to file such a license 
application. Submission of a timely 
notice of intent allows an interested 
person to file the competing license 
application no later than 120 days from 
the date that comments, protests, etc. 
are due. Applications for preliminary 
permit will not be accepted. 

A notice of intent must conform with 
the requirements of 18 CFR 4.33 (b) and 
(c) (1980). A competing license 4 
application must conform with the 
requirements of 18 CFR 4.33 (a) and (d) 
(1980). 

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To 
Intervene—Anyone may submit 
comments, a protest, or a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
requirements of the Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980). 
In determining the appropriate action to 
take, the Commission will consider all 
protests or other comments filed, but 
only those who file a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules may become a 
party to the proceeding. Any comments, 
protests, or petitions to intervene must 
be received on or before April 5, 1982. 

Filing and Service of Responsive 
Documents—Any filings rhust bear in all 
capital letters the title “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE 
COMPETING APPLICATION”, 
“COMPETING APPLICATION”, 
“PROTEST”, or “PETITION TO 
INTERVENE”, as applicable, and the 
project Number of this notice. Any of the 
above named documents must be filed 
by providing the original and those 
copies required by the Commission's 
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street, 
N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426. An 


additional copy must be sent to: Fred E. 
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch, 
Division of Hydropower Licensing, 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Room 208 RB, 825 North Capitol Street, 
N.E., Washington, D.C. 20426. A copy of 
any notice of intent, competing 
application, or petition to infervene must 
also be served upon each representative 
of the Applicant specified in the first 
paragraph of this notice. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4190 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket No. CP82-170-000) 


Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp.; 
Application 
February 16, 1982. 

Take notice that on January 21, 1982, 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line 
Corporation (Applicant), P.O. Box 1396, 
Houston, Texas 77251, filed in Docket 
No. CP82-170-000 an application 
pursuant to section 7(c) of the Natural 
Gas Act for a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity authorizing 
the transportation of natural gas on 
behalf of Consolidated Edison Company 
of New York, Inc. (Con Ed), all as more 
fully set forth in the application which is 
on file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

Applicant proposes to transport up to 
25,875 dekatherms (dt) equivalent of 
natural gas per day which Con Ed has 
arranged to purchase from New York 
State Electric & Gas Corporation 
(NYSEG). It is asserted that NYSEG 
would deliver the gas to Tennessee Gas 
Pipeline Company, a Division of 
Tenneco Inc. (Tennessee) at an existing 
interconnection in Niagara County, New 
York, and Tennessee would make the 
gas available to Applicant at a point of 
interconnection at Riverdale, Bergen 
County, New Jersey. Applicant asserts 
that it would redeliver the gas to Con Ed 
at existing points of delivery between 
the two. — 

It is stated that the proposed service 
is for a term beginning on the date of 
initial deliveries and ending on October 
31, 1982, or on the expiration of the “fuel 
shortage emergency period” as defined 
in § 284.201(e) of the Commission's 
regulations whichever occurs first. The 
transportation would be interruptible at 
Applicant's sole discretion and would _ 
be subordinate to existing 
transportation arrangements on 
Applicant's system and to Applicant's 
deliveries to Con Ed under Applicant's 
Rate Schedules CD, ACQ, LGA, GSS 
and WSS. 
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It is stated that Con Ed would initially 
pay Applicant 7.0 cents per dt 
equivalent delivered with 0.7 percent 
retention for compressor fuel and line 
loss make-up. 

Con Ed has advised that it would burn 
the gas directly to generate electricity 
and/or steam and such gas would 
displace fuel oil which would otherwise 
be burned for such purposes. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before March 8, 
1982, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20426, a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission's rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10) and the regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All 
protests filed with the Commission will 
be considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission by 
sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act 
and the Commission's rules of practice 
and procedure, a hearing will be held 
without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the 
certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is 
required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4177 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 amj 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket No. CP82-173-000] 


Texas Gas Transmission Corp.; 
Application 
February 16, 1982. 


Take notice that on January 22, 1981, 
Texas Gas Transmission Corporation 
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(Applicant), 3800 Federica Street, 
Owensboro, Kentucky 42301, filed in 
Docket No. CP82-173-000 an application 
pursuant to section 7 of the Natural Gas 
Act for a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity authorizing 
the construction and operation of a 2- 
inch meter run at the Covington-Bruce 
sales meter station and for permission 
and approval to abandon the existing 
meter at such station, all as more fully 
set forth in the application which is on 
file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

Applicant proposes the construction 
and operation of a 2-inch meter run and 
related facilities at its Covington-Bruce 
sales meter station, Tipton County, 
Tennessee, in order to increase the 
capacity of the meter station from 360 
Mcf per day to at least 2,500 Mcf per 
‘day. Applicant also proposes the 
abandonment and removal of the 
existing meter and all piping 
downstream of the side valve assembly. 

It is stated that the cost to upgrade 
this meter station is estimated to be 
$25,800 which would be reimbursed by 
Covington. Title would remain with 
Applicant. 

The upgrading of the Covington-Bruce 
sales meter station is necessitated, it is 
asserted, by the fact that a new 
industrial facility is currently under 
construction in Covington, Tennessee’s 
south industrial park. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before March 8, 
1982, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20426, a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission's rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10) and the regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All 
protests filed with the Commission will 
be considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Engery Regulatory Commission 
by sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas 
Act and the Commission's rules of 
practice and procedure, a hearing will 
be held without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 


matter finds that a grant of the 
certificate and permission and approval 
for the proposed abandonment are 
required by the public convenience and 
necessity. If a petition for leave to 
intervene is timely filed, or if the 
Commission on its own motion believes. 
that a formal hearing is required, further 
notice of such hearing will be duly 
given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4192 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket No. CP82-177-000] 


United Gas Pipe Line Co.; Application 


February 16, 1982. 

Take notice that on January 25, 1982, 
United Gas Pipe Line Company 
(Applicant), P.O. Box 1478, Houston, 
Texas 77001, filed in Docket No. CP82- 
177-000 an application pursuant to 
section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for a 
certificate of public convenience and 
necessity authorizing the acquisition 
and operation of a compressor unit and 
related facilities in the North Turtle 
Bayou Field, Terrebonne Parish, 
Louisiana, all as more fully set forth in 
the application which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

It is stated that Applicant purchases 
gas from Paragon Resources, Inc. 
(Paragon) from production wells located 
in the North Turtle Field. It is further 
stated that Paragon installed a 60 
horsepower compressor and related 
equipment to handle the low wellhead 
pressure and to increase delivery 
pressure to a level adequate to meet 
Applicant's pipeline operating pressure. 

Pursuant to an August 27, 1981, 
supplement to the original gas purchase 
contract, Applicant states that it would 
purchase, own and operate the subject 
field compressor. Applicant estimates 
the cost of the facilities to be $128,303 
which cost would be financed from 
funds on hand. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before March 8, 
1982, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20426, a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission's rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10) and the regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All 
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protests filed with the Commission will 
be considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission by 
sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act 
and the Commission's rules of practice 
and procedure, a hearing will be held 
without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the 
certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is 
required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. ‘ 

[FR Doc. 82-4193 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Project No. 5863-000] 


West Slope Power Co.; Application for 
Exemption-From Licensing of a Small 
Hydroelectric Project of 5 Megawatts 
or Less 


February 16, 1982. 


Take notice that West Slope Power 
Company filed with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission on January-8, 
1982, an application for exemption for 
its Rock Creek Project No. 5863 from all 
or part of Part I of the Federal Power 
Act pursuant to 18 CFR Part 4 subpart K 
(1980) implementing in part section 408 
of the Energy Security Act of 1980.1 The 
proposed project would be located on 
Rock Creek within the Sierra National 
Forest in Madera County, California. 
Correspondence with the Applicant 
should be directed to: Mr. John S. 
Hansen, President, West Slope Power 


Pub. L. 96-294, 94 Stat. 611. Section 408 of the 
ESA amends inter alia, Sections 405 and 408 of the 
Public Utility Regulatory Policies Act of 1978 (16 
U.S.C. 2705 and 2708). 
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Company, 59880 Cascadel Drive North, 
North Fork, California 93643. 

Project Description—The proposed 
project would consist of: (1) a 5-foot high 
diversion structure; (2) a 24-inch 
diameter, 8,500-foot long penstock; (3) a 
powerhouse containing a single 
generating unit with a rated capacity of 
2,500 kW; and (4) a one-mile long, 12-kV 
transmission line connecting the project 
with an existing Southern California 
Edison Company's transmission line 
northwest of the powerhouse. The 
project would generate an estimated 7.8 
million kWh of energy annually. 

Purpose of Exemption—An 
exemption, if issued, gives the Exemptee 
priority of control, development, and 
operation of the project under the terms 
of the exemption from licensing, and 
protects the Exemptee from permit or 
license applicants that would seek to 
take or develop the project. 

Agency Comments—Federal, State, 
and local agencies that receive this 
notice through direct mailing from the 
Commission are invited to submit 
comments on the described application 
for preliminary permit. (A copy of the 
application may be obtained directly 
from the Applicant.) Comments should 
be confined to substantive issues 
relevant to the issuance of a permit and 
consistent with the purpose of a permit 
as described in this notice. No other 
formal request for comments will be 
made. If an agency does not file 
comments within the time set below, it 
will be presumed to have no comments. 

Competing Applications—-Any 
qualified license applicant desiring to 
file a competing application must submit 
to the Commission, on or before April 5, 
1982, either a competing license 
application that proposes to develop at 
least 7.5 megawatts in that project, or a 
notice of intent to file such a license 
application. Submission of a timely 
notice of intent allows an interested 
person to file the competing license 
application no later than August 2, 1982. 
Applications for a preliminary permit 
will not be accepted. A notice of intent 
must conform with the requirements of 
18 CFR 4.33(b) and (c) (1980). A 
competing license application must 
conform with the requirements of 18 
CFR 4.33(a) and (d) (1980). 

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To 
Intervene—Anyone desiring to be heard 
or to make any protests about this 
application should file a petition to 
intervene or a protest with the 
Commission, in accordance with the 
requirements of its Rules of Practice and 
Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980). 
Comments not in the nature of a protest, 
may also be submitted by conforming to 
the procedures specified in § 1.10 for 


protests. In determining the appropriate 
action to take, the Commission will 
consider all protests or other comments 
filed, but a person who merely files a 
protest or comments does not become a 
party to the proceeding. To become a 
party, or to participate in any hearing, a 
person must file a petition to intervene 
in accordance with the Commission's 
Rules. Any comments, protest, or 
petition to intervene must be received 
on or before April 5, 1982. 

Filing and Service of Responsive 
Documents—Any filings must bear in all 
capital letters the title “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE 
COMPETING APPLICATION”, 
“COMPETING APPLICATION”, 
“PROTEST”, or “PETITION TO 
INTERVENE”, as applicable, and the 
Project Number of this notice. Any of 
the above named documents must be 
filed by providing the original and those 
copies required by the Commission’s 
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street, 
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An : 
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E. 
Springer; Chief, Applications Branch, 
Division of Hydropower Licensing, 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Room 208 RB at the above address. A 
copy of any notice of intent, competing 
application, or petition to intervene must 
also be served upon each representative 
of the Applicant specified in the first 
paragraph of this notice. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4194 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Project No. 5864-000] 


West Slope Power Co.; Application for 
Exemption From Licensing of a Small 
Hydroelectric Project of 5 Megawatts 
or Less 


February 16, 1982. 

Take notice that the West Slope 
Power Company filed with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission on 
January 8, 1982, an application for 
exemption for its Jose Creek Project No. 
5864 from all or part of Part I of the 
Federal Power Act pursuant to 18 CFR 
Part 4 subpart K (1980) implementing in 
part section 408 of the Energy Security 
Act of 1980.1 The proposed project 
would be located on the Jose Creek in 
Fresno County, California. 
Correspondence with the Applicant 


1 Pub. Law 96-294, 94 Stat. 611. Section 408 of the 
ESA amends inter alia, Sections 405 and 408 of the 
Public Utility Regulatory Policies Act of 1978 (16 
U.S.C. 2705 and 2708). 


should be directed to: John Hansen, 
West Slope Power Company, 59880 
Cascadel Drive North, North Fork, 
California 93643. 

Project Description—The proposed 
project would consist of: (1) A 5-foot 
high concrete diversion weir; (2) an 
intake structure; (3) a 4,000-foot long, 30- 
inch diameter steel penstock; (4) a 
powerhouse containing one generating 
unit rated at 4,100 kW; and (5) a one- 
mile long transmission line. The average 
annual energy generation is estimated to 
be 10.8 million kWh. 

Purpose of Exemption—An 
exemption, if issued, gives the Exemptee 
priority of control, development, and 
operation of the project under the terms 
of the exemption from licensing, and 
protects the Exemptee from permit or 
license applicants that would seek to 
take or develop the project. 

Agency Comments—tThe U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, The National Marine 
Fisheries Service, and the California 
Department of Fish and Game are 
requested, for the purposes set forth in 
Section 408 of the Act, to submit within 
60 days from the date of issuance of this 
notice appropriate terms and conditions 
to protect any fish and wildlife 
resources or to otherwise carry out the 
provisions of the Fish and Widllife 
Coordination Act. General comments 
concerning the project and its resources 
are requested; however, specific terms 
and conditions to be included as a 
condition of exemption must be clearly 
identified in the agency letter. If an 
agency does not file terms and 
conditions within this time period, that 
agency will be presumed to have none. 
Other Federal, State, and local agencies 
are requested to provide any comments 
they may have in accordance with their 
duties and responsibilities. No other 
formal requests for comments will be 
made. Comments should be confined to 
substantive issues relevant to the 
granting of an exemption. If an agency 
does not file comments within 60 days 
from the date of issuance of this notice, 
it will be presumed to have no _ 
comments. One copy of an agency’s 
comments must also be sent to the 
Applicant's representatives. 

Competing Applications—Any 
qualified license applicant desiring to 
file a competing application must submit 
to the Commission, on or before April 5, 
1982 either the competing license 
application that proposes to develop at 
least 7.5 megawatts in that project, or a 
notice of intent to file such a license 
application. Submission of a timely 
notice of intent allows an interested 
person to file the competing license 
application no later than 120 days from 





the date that comments, protests, etc. 
are due. Applications for preliminary _ 
permit will not be accepted. 

A notice of intent must conform with 
the requirements of 18 CFR 4.33(b) and 
(c) (1980). A competing license 
application must conform with the 
requirements of 18 CFR 4.33(a) and (d) 
(1980). 

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To 
Intervene—Anyone may submit 
comments, a protest, or a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
requirements of the Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980). 
In determining the appropriate action to 
take, the Commission will consider all 
protests or other comments filed, but 
only those who file a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's rules may become a party 
to the proceeding. Any comments, 
protests, or petitions to intervene must 
be received on or before April 5, 1982. 

Filing and Service of Responsive 
Documents—Any filings must bear in all 
capital letters the title “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE 
“COMPETING APPLICATION”, 
“COMPETING APPLICATION”, 
“PROTEST”, or “PETITION TO 
INTERVENE”, as applicable, and the 
Project Number of this notice. Any of 
the above named documents must be 
filed by providing the original and those 
copies required by the Commission's 
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street, 
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An 
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E. 
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch, 
Division of Hydropower Licensing, 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Room 208 RB at the above address. A 
copy of any notice of intent, competing 
application, or petition to intervene must 
also be served upon each representative 
of the Applicant specified in the first 
paragraph of this notice. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4195 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Project No. 5837-000) 
Weyerhaeuser Co.; Application for 
Preliminary Permit 

February 16, 1982. 


Take notice that Weyerhaeuser 
Company (Applicant) filed on December 


30, 1981, an application for preliminary 
permit [pursuant to the Federal Power 
Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)-825(r)] Project No. 
5837 to be known as the North Fork 
Snoqualmie Project located on North 
Fork Snoqualmie River, near North Bend 
in King County, Washington. The 
application is on file with the 
Commission and is available for public 
inspection. Correspondence with the 
Applicant should be directed to: Energy 
Management Group, Weyerhaeuser 
Company, Tacoma, Washington 98477. 

Project Description—The proposed 
project would consist of: (1) a 20-foot 
high concrete diversion dam; (2) an 
8,500-foot long, 10-foot diameter 
concrete pipeline; (3) three 800-foot long 
steel penstocks; (4) a powerhouse 
containing three generating units, each 
rated at 9.3 MW; and (5) a 4-mile long 
transmission line. The average annual 
energy generation is estimated to be 
121.8 million kWh. 

Proposed Scope of Studies Under 
Permit—A preliminary permit, if issued, 
does not authorize construction. The 
Applicant seeks issuance of a 
preliminary permit for a period of 36 
months, during which time it would 
conduct engineering, economic, 
environmental, and feasibility studies, 
and prepare an FERC license 
application. No new roads would be 
required to conduct the studies. 
Applicant proposes to conduct test 
borings at the site. All disturbed areas 
would be restored. The cost of the work 
is $500,000. 

Competing Applications—Anyone 
desiring to file a competing application 
for preliminary permit must submit to 
the Commission, on or before April 26, 
1982, the competing application itself, or 
a notice of intent to file such an 
application [see: 18 CFR 4.30 et seq. 
(1981)]; and Docket No. RM81-15, issued: 
October 29, 1981, 46 FR 55245, November 
9, 1981.] 

The Commission will accept 
application for license or exemption 
from licensing, or a notice of intent to 
submit such an application in response 
to this notice. A notice of intent to file 
an application for license or exemption 
must be submitted to the Commission on 
or before April 26, 1982, and should 
specify the type of application 
forthcoming. Any application for license 
or exemption from licensing must be 
filed in accordance with the 
Commission's regulations [see: 18 CFR 
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4.30 et seq. or § 4.101 et seq. (1981), as 
appropriate]. 

Submission of a timely notice of intent 
to file an application for preliminary 
permit, allows an interested person to 
file an acceptable competing application 
for preliminary permit no later than June 
24, 1982. 

Agency Comments—Federal, State, 
and local agencies are invited to submit 
comments on the described application. 
(A copy of the application may be 
obtained by agencies directly from the 
Applicant). If an agency does not file 
comments within the time set below, it 
will be presumed to have no comments. 

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To 
Intervene—Anyone may submit 
comments, a protest, or a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
requirements of the Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980). 
In determining the appropriate action to 
take, the Commission will consider all 
protests or other comments filed, but 
only those who file a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s Rules may become a 
party to the proceeding. Any comments, 
protests, or petitions to intervene must 
be received on or before April 26, 1982. 

Filing and Service of Responsive 
Documents—Any filings must bear in all 
capital letters the title “COMMENTS,” 
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE 
COMPETING APPLICATION,” 
“COMPETING APPLICATION,” 
“PROTEST,” or “PETITION TO 
INTERVENE,” as applicable, and the 
Project Number of this notice. Any of 
the above named documents must be 
filed by providing the original and those 
copies required by the Commission's 
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street, 
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426, An 
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E. 
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch, 
Division of Hydropower Licensing, 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Room 208 RB at the above address. A 
copy of any notice of intent, competing 
application, or petition to intervene must 
also be served upon each representative 
of the Applicant specified in the first 
paragraph of this notice. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 


{FR Doc. 82-4196 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-™ ° 





n 
o 
— 
~ 
° 
Zz 
~ 
3 
N 
= 
e 
o 
ow 
& 
2 
o 
hy 
> 
o 
| 
a 
o 
3 
o 
= 
= 
a 
o 
3 
a 
Nh 
~ 
S 
> 
= 
he 
= 
: 
me 
—_— 
5 
® 
ce 


ONIYBHIVO JSVHI 
ONIYZHLVS 3SVHO 
ONIYBHAVS JSVHD 
ONIYBHLVS JSVHO 
ONIY3ZH1IVO 3SVHD 
ONIYIHLVS 3SVHO 


AQANAANN 


NUZLSV3I JTIONVHNVd 
NIV3dId S¥9 IH130 
N3IWUL3d SdIVIIHd 

03 IO NOSV3 
N3IWAULId SdI VII 
WN3ITOYL3Id NIVUVA 
WNITOVLId NIWUVA 


VASUZINI OGVYOT0D 
VISY3BINI OOVYOT0D 


N3WYL3Id SdIWIHd 
NVISINOT SVSNVNUV 
02 Ssv9 NNS 
02 SVS NAS 
02 Sv9 NNS 
dWO2 SV9 OdVYOT0D 
V9 3ITAYBS S3ILID 
V3LNT SVD NYZLSIA 


09 120 NOSV3 
02 120 NOSV3 


V3dId SVD WUNLYN 


W3ISVHIUNd 


Q3ILVNOTSIGNA 
G3LVNOTS3GNN 
G3LVNOTSIQNN 
Q3LVNOTS3GNN 
Q3LVNOIS3ONN 
Q3LVNOTSIGNN 
QN3¥i YaNOOS 
VNONAVA 2 N 
49TULSIG SONNOW 
OGNVTYO HINOS 
3HIYWNO ISIA 
VNOLIV 3 N 
vNOoLWw 3S 


INUBAVI 
SNUZAVI 


3HIYVNO AS 


N311V 1S3A 
N3TTV 1S3A 
N311V 1S3A 
LL371VH 
GN3YL Y3NOOS 
s99ru9 3S 


OGNWVT¥O HINOS 
OQNVT¥O HINOS 


LS3A 1N3W39 


3WYN O13I4 


B88 a9fe JLVIS 
L® a9fe JLVIS 
S# o9fe JLViIS 
o# o9Se JLVLS 
£8 a9fe JLVAS 
88 wfTe JlVis 
wo swt zesttste 
T# wa0 IWS 
wo swr ze/ttsto 
T# GQuvd 3N39 
wo swt 2e/Tttsto 
V-T#@ VISA 3SV37 Yuva 
uO svt Zes/ttsto 
T# 30VA 
Ze/Tttsto 
V6é2 LHOOA 
VS NVWINNNY 
ALIWW3Y AISSINNIH 
wo swe 2e/Ttsto 
SlS-cce YINUVW 
BSES-o# YINUVA 
wo swe ees ttsto 
9-T# Y3IHLOY 
wo sve 2e/ttsto 
G-T NWW3109 
wo svt Z2e/ttsto 
¢#@ TIGOW 
2# TIG0W 
T# IIG0W 
uo swt 2e/ttsto 
£# NVWYUSWWIZ 
wo swr z2e/ttsto 
Tt-t# NI4IIUS 
wo swe Ze/ttsta 
T# Iw3agvus 
wo sve 2e/Tttsto 
T# IHISONIN 
T# USIWTZLLIIG 
wo swt 2esttsto 
T# ANLOAON 3ISOr 
wo swe 2esttsto 


yO swt 


£ot 
£ot 
£ot 
<£ot 
£oT 
£ot 
sQ3AI393u 
£ot 
$Q3A13934 
£oT 
sQ3AI393U 
£oT 
203AI3934 
ot 
$Q3A13934u 
<£ot 
<£oT 
fot 
303A13934 
<ot 
£ot 
sQ3AI3934U 
£ot 
sQ3AI3934u 
got 
2G3A13934 
got 
£0tT 
£ot 
2Q3AT393u 
£ot 
3G3A13334u 
£ot 
203A133934 
£ot 
2Q3AI3934 
£oT 
£oT 
3Q03AI3934 
got 
sQ3A1I3934 


98222TL0S¢ STTZt Stévtes 
S8zzzt.ose LUtZ2t #téevtes 
6S222TLocs 9TT2T ftéetzs 
T9ZezTLOSE STIt2t ~2tévtze 
ogzz2tzose *TtZt Tttestes 
B6T2ztzoce £ttz2t otéeetze 
WOSTIA @ A- 

LETSZe.osce £S6Tt f6setze 
INET SZIWNOSIY WWOXZ1- 

etozeceose 6c02t LéBseTtze 
02 110 NV IV-UvVHS- 

LLeTzeetse @OtZt 606%T28 
02 110 YINVHS- 

Oevtzeeosse 9v02t 868¢tze 
INI WNITOYL3Id VNYXOU- 

st9zeelose SSOZT S06éeTzs 
9LSe2zeL.o0ce 4$02t 906128 
AG0Z2EL0SE 9SOZT v060T28 
0D NOTAVUOTdXS SNITU- 

£860 26S0S¢ TEO2t SéE8eTt2se 
486026S0S¢ OLOZTt v68eTtes 
INI TWIZHILIW 3 AGINNIAN- 
6t9teztose 6TL80 9Té6eT2s 
INI Y33NS 3 TIVG00S SGNVTIHSIH- 
66T026L0G¢ veSTT 268etzs 
WOTLVUOdYOD WNIIGYL3d JIVUS- 
OvoTzeztse zSOct <06éetze 
ecotes2tse osozt 2069128 
2totesztse 6e0ZT T0éet2e 
S3LVIIOSSVY 3B INIT4- 

99602LT0S¢ ZLO2ZT 9684T2S 
G3 SWITIIUG NAOUE LYUNI- 
ess2zeLosce eS¢tt Té6setzs 
, 03 110 SSNINNNI- 
£9v0zszose LOTZt 806%tzce 
ANVdWOD WNIIOYL3Sd HINDYD=- 
sestzesos¢e 4e0Z2T 668128 
Tz9tzesosce Sv02t O06eTze 
INI W10d U G- 

eessestose <ot2t L06eT2s 
NOILV¥OduOI SS3H VOVUINY- 


SESEREEESESSESESSEESSEESESSEHSEE SESE ESESEESSESESSEEESEESEESESSSSSESSSESSSESESSESEESSE 


NOISSIWWOD NOILVUOdY0) YHOHV INO 


SSSSSESSESSESSSESSEEEEAEEEESESESHEESESEHESESEEEESEEE SEE EEEEHSESESETEESESEESEEEEEE 


3WYN T13M (2993S (1993S G 


ON IdV¥ 1nd wf on or 


‘2861 ‘LL Areniqa, :ponssy 


8261 40 JO AdljOg SeH jeINeN oY) LepUN SejoUeby jeUONrIpPs_Nf Aq suONeUjWIE}0g 


[765 @UIN}OA] 





dId SV9 33SSINN3L 
| ae S¥9 33SS3NN3L 
dId SV9 33SS3NN3L 
did SV¥9 33SS3NN31 
dId SV¥9 33SS3INN31 
dId S¥9 33SSINN31 
dId SV¥9 33SS3NN31 
dId SV9 33SS3NN31L 
dId S¥9 33SS3NN3L 
dId S¥9 33SSINN3L 
dId SV9 33SSINN31 
dId SV¥9 33SS3INN3L 
dId SV¥9 33SS3INN3L 
dId SV¥9 33SS3NN31 
dId SV9 G3ISSINNIL 
dId SV9 33SS3NN31L 
dId SV9 33SS3NN31 
dId SV¥9 33SSINN31 
dId S¥9 33SS3NN31 
dId S¥9 33SS3NN3L 
dId SV9 33SS3INN31 


GOOANI3349 
GQv3W 1SV3 
GQvV3W 1SVv3 


Z-V# INI SY3dOTZ3AR0 1393 
T# L37T1INW 1 Hd3SOFr 

T# 13770W 1 Hd3SOr 

NOINN T# w39uNs 1 NHOF 

NOINN T# wa9und 1 NHOT 
QV314¥Ivs LSV3 T# uuve sanvr 
Hd TOGNVY T# HLIWS WII 

Hd TOONVE T# HLIWS VII 
Qv3ZIs¥IVI 1SV3 T# W138 HVI1I730 
3NAVA T# Y3ITIOH GIAVO 

JNAVA T# YaTIOH GIAva 
QOOAN334u9 T# WUVITD GIAVG 
QOOAN3349 T# WuV1D OLAVG 

Qv3w i1Sv3 2# NOLIIWVH J1VG 

GQv3wW 1Sv3 2# NOLTIWVH 31V0 
43349 ¥Y330 T# Ziuny ASTYD 
W334 Y330 T# ZLYNy ASIYD 
QOOAN3349 T# VO3THIVE AJYONY 
QOOAN3349 T# VGQ2IHIVE AIYONY 

QV3W 1SV3 £# VUVWYNIW LYIetV 

Qv3aw iSv3 £8 VEVWYNOW LY3aety 

Vd swe 2B/ST/TO SQ3AT39934 
Z-Ul-T#@ HLOWHIS V A Bot 
3LIHA T=¥l-T# HLOBHIS WV A BOT 
JLIHA ## OF ASNOD SNANIY GUVHITY sot 
3LITHA £# OF LSNOD SNINIY GUVHITY sot 
3LIHA 2# OF LSNOD SNANIY QYVHITY Bot 
JLIHA T# 02 LSNOD SNANIY d GYVHITY sot 
SNOULSWUY T# 03 WO0I d 34 got 
SNOULSWYYV T# TVIWHSYVW 3 S3uve sot 
JL THA 2# GND AYLNNOD WNVIONI sot 
31LIHA T# G@NID AYLNNOD WNVIGNI got 


z-20T 
d1-L0T 
2-20T 
41-L0T 
z-z0otT 
d1-L0T 
dl-L0T 
e-2eT 
dl-L0T 
dl-L0T 
Z-z2ot 
dl-L0T 
2-20T 
d1i-LO0T 
2-20T 
di-LOT 
Z-z0t 
di-L0T 
2-z20T 
dl-20T 
2-c0T 


etetzecole 
BeLozecale 
sezozecoze 
stetzecoe 
9Tetzecore 
ee2tzec ole 
ozeozecoe 
ecesazecare 
Taetzecos 
628026C0Le 
6zsozecols 
96fTZ6cole 
96ET26LOLE 
gLe0zecole 
gie0zéecole 
6ce2ozecaic 
6czo7seoe 
9Sl0zecole 
gsl0zecore 
0060zecoze 
0060z6c0ze 


e900T 
4S00T 
gso0t 
0166 
6966 
166 
s900T 
e300T 
TR66 
2966 
£966 
8266 
1166 
T900T 
o900T 
4656 
96S6 
TLG01 
Q200T 


ze0stzs 
se6ostzs 
9sostze 
sSststzs 
6eTtStzs 
9ststze 
6606128 
e60stze 
o9tstzs 
2ststze 
9eTStze 
eStstze 
oststzs 
L60STz8 
ssostze 
*60Stz8 
seostzs 
zotsizs 
c60stze 
6S00T 960ST28 

esSoot Lzsostzs 
duo0d S¥V9 2 110 L08VI- 
#602 Gsostze 

€682 G808Tzs 

*80L sL0SIzs8 

sso 6L0S1z8 

802 920ST28 

6402 LLostze 

eSZ2lL weetstze 

ff2L Leisrz2e 

0992 90Sstzs 

6S92 &8ostze 


WHUALVN S37d03d 
WUNLYN S31d03d 
WUANLYN S31d03d 
WUNLVYN S$371d03d 
WUNLVN S31d03d 
WUNLYN S31d03d 
SV9 SdITIIHd AL 
SV9 SdITIIHd A lL 
N¥ULl SYS VIGWN109 
NVUL SVO VIGWNI0D 


JLIHA 4eececool¢e 
Tevezeg0¢ 
Teze2esoL¢ 
O6L2ee90L¢e 
gsie2zeo9ole 
s9Lezeg0le 
dese2esole 
osse2eo90z¢e 
*98ezZo90L¢ 
e9eezco0le 


SV9 SdITIIHd AL 
9 WUNLWN S31d03d 


NVUL SV¥9 VIEWN109 


9 WUNLVYN $37d03d 


AOYING WIYLSNONI 


NOLONIHSVA 
ONNOA 


OVOH33N4 


VINOA3G Y3ddN-VNN3d A 


NOLAVO 


28 LUvAzr 1 ivzeuan 
T-a8 Ziu3A 9G 
Vd swe 2e/Ststo 
T# 31u3NvVe 9 
vd swe Ze/Ststo 
SZ209Z2-GQNI-¢# TIIH 3 NONUZA 
Vd swe Ze/ST/TO 
T# SAZHLVW VSSI Vi 


Bot 

got 
203AI3934 

di-L0T 
3G3A1I3334 

ot 
203A13334 

£OT 


s6lee2cgore 
6etTozesole 


s0TéEzez2tle 


ste 
Lge 


2926 


Svistzs 
2sost2s 
02 W 3 3- 
2etst2s 


INI SYZINGONd SVD GV3HAOUUV- 


szogze90le 


Sv86é 


INI S3ZLVIDOSSY¥ 


szogzeocle 


STtoort 


TeIstzs 
NVWUSIINV= 
vl0St2s 


‘ Wd ower 2B/ST/TO 2G3AT3934U 
¥3W330-0334 6# 39NI1DIW sot 
¥3W330-0334 ee 3uNIIIwW got 
¥3N3390-0334 L4# 3YN1D9H sot 
¥3W330-0334 9@ 3uNtIIW sot 
¥3W330-0334 S# 3uNIIIW sot 
¥3W330-0334 ## JUNTISW sot 
¥3W330-0334 £# 3YNIIIW sot 
¥39W3390-0334 OT# 3¥NTD9W sot deet2s9ol¢e Tt99 seTStze 

Vd swe 2O/ST/TQ = 3G3AI39334N yyTI01 Vv V- 

FESSEREERESEESEEESEEEESEE SESE SEER ESESEESESESESESESE ESS EEE SESE SSSSEESESESSSSSESESES 


S3IYNOSIY TWANIWNOYIANZ 4O IN3WLYVd30 VINVATASNNGd 


FESS EESEFESEEEERESESEESEEEEEEEER ESHER ESESEFES SESE ESSE SFESHESSESESSFFSSSSSES ESSERE 


NOTLVYOdYOD SVS 3 TIO 3800V- 
2estzesool¢e oT99 Letstzs 
26eT2sooLe 6099 98IST2s 
Téet2ssoe 8099 S8TSt2s 
e6eTtzs90L¢e 4099 #8tSstzs 
68eT2s90l¢ 9099 ¢B8Istzs 
eseTess9oL¢ $099 zetcstze 
4£8eTz2s90c¢ £199 éeststzee 


SV¥9 G3LVOIIOSNOD 
SV9 O3LVOIIOSNOD 
SV¥9 Q3LVGITOSNOD 
SV9 Q3LVOIIOSNOD 
SV¥9 G3LVOITOSNOD 
SV9 G3LVGITOSNOD 
SV9 G3LVOIIOSNOD 
SV9 G3ILVOIIOSNOD 


n 
o 
Oo 
= 
° 
Zz 
~~ 
N 
ct 
EP 
© 
E 
a 
o 
ioe) 
> 
ow 
cs 
n 
o 
3 
o 
= 
~~ 
N 
oO 
3 
a 
~ 
~ 
o 
> 
— 
he 
2 
3 
me 
& 
o 
® 
‘ 


YISVHIUNd 


90 ud 


3WYN Q13I4 


ON Idv¥ 


JWYN TI3M ¢€2993S (1993S a 


ixd we on or 


200 39Vd 3WNIOA 





sv9 
sv9 


NVUL 


sv9 
sv9 
sv9 
sv9 
sv9 
sv9 
9 W 


sv9 
N¥UL 
sv9 


sv9 
NVUL 


sv9 
sv9 
sv9 


02 SV9 O170dv 


Q31VGIIOSNOD 
Q3LVOIIOSNOD 


sv9 VIewni0d 


SdIVIIHd 
SdIV1IHd 

SdI T1IHd 
SdIWIIHd 
SdIVIIHd 
SdIT1IHd 
YNLVN S$31d03d 


V3N4d TWNOTLIVN 
sv9 VIGWni0) 
SdITTIHd AL 


SdIVWIHd AL 
Sv9 vVIawni0d 


T3N4 TWWNOTLVYN 
T3NJ IWNOTLYN 
V3N4 WNOTIVN 


£°2 
“rs 


£°st 
g°s2 
o°0 


oro 
oro 


0°0% 
0°02 
0°09 


AOTIOH SIATIS 


NOSN9¥34 
JONV 


33u¥L AYYBHI 


JONVI 

ONINOHVH S 
ONINOHVW HINOS 
SNINOHVW HiNOS 
ONINOHVW 1SV3 
ONINOHVW 32 
ONNOA 


NOLNVIS 
AYUZWOSLNOW 
JONVI 


SONVS NVINOA3O Y3ddN 
GQNVS NVINOA3Q Y3ddN 


Vd sve 

T# YIVIeE Hd3SOr 
Vd swe 
6SE-Sd LAOH S3WVS 


GSE-Sd OGYVNYIE NVWUGH 
2e/St/to 


Vd swe 


€-O09T 183 NIGOVH WVITIIA 9€%92-ONE 


Vd swf 

T# WUVGINIA 1 NWWYON 
T# Siuyod daoid 

@# Y3HSI4 SON3 

T# Y3IHSI4 SOND 

2# usITIIW GIAVG 

T# YVITIIW GIAVG 
(VS6T) T-98 ZLU3A 9 
Vd sve 


Vd swe 
2# SIA31 WVITDTIA 
Vd sve 


Vd swe 
wT-Z) T# JdVUD WhVd 
6S-Vy T# NOLONIOGZ £ 
Vd ower 

£8 NISO¥ 

T# N3SOYU 

T# ANIJ0GO013I8 

Vd swe 


2e/Ststo 
Ze/St/sto 


2e/Ststo 


Ze/Ststo 
V-2# 89T NS NVWHONVG CO ¥ 
2e/Ststo 


2e/Ststo 
T# MWIVW G9 8 WHY 
Ze/Ststo 


2e/St/Tto 


2e/STsTt0 


sQ3AI13934u 

got 
303A13934 

Lot 

£oT 
sQ3AI3934 

2-Z0T 
2G3A13934 

sot 

got 

sot 

sot 

got 

Bot 

got 
$Q3A13934 

£ot 
s03A13934 

o=-Z0T 
sQ3A13934 

<¢ot 


£oT 

£ot 
sQ3A13934 

4i-LOT 

dl-L0T 

4i-L0T 
3G3A13934 


ooooosoole 


oTttzecorse 
L49¢92¢90L¢ 


96e92¢90L¢ 


262C2e9GL¢ 
ogetzeeg0ze 
eLtezesore 
Otztze90¢e 
ostz2cesole 
6LT2zeg0Le 
ogzoze90Le 


e9Fezssole 
290sze90l¢ 
Lezgzegole 


oSLTZ26Z2Tl¢ 
s90gze90ze 


*ozozseole 
cetozseoze 
sozozssole 


INI S31VID0SSV¥ 


G17 S33¥NOSIY JOUNON- 
2ToOOot SLostzs 
YIVIE JINZVAVI- 
£200T g90TST28 
oLO00T LOTSTZs 

4109S 4 S3WVf- 
4TOOT SOTSTZe 
S3STYUdY3INZ 2 f= 
TteL I96TSIZ8 
OTe. LLtSt2s 
Teel oOgtstze 
600L SLTSTZe 
OfeL G6LTStzZs 
62eL BLTStz28 
S2eL Oetctze 


INI S3ISTYUdYIING £ 2 K- 


£986 Tetstze 
GQuIg 3 AJ INVH- 
£OT6 ZLTStzZs 
INI S¥9 3 110 XOd- 
6f66 TLtst2s 


SQ3AI1393U JiN3 ff 3 OF SAISTUdYZINZ GNOWWNYO- 


stoot 
etoot 


vOtStze 
Lotstzs 
3 NVYOd- 
SLtstze 
eLTSt2s 
£Ltst2s 


8866 
4866 
9866 


NYWTTILS Y3IINIdS ONY NOVS GIAVG- 


2°Lt 
7". 
a°s 
L°2 
tes 


Nd W3LSAS 
fd WILISAS 
Nd W3LSAS 
Nd W3LSAS 
Nd W31ISAS 


WwY3N39 
WY3N39 
WwU3N39 
WUIN39 
Ww¥3Nn39 


YZAIN0 
JOISNUNG 
JGISNUNG 

AUY3WO9 LNOW 
JOISNUNG 


BSULT-NA NVIY3HD 394039 ¥ 

TEST-NA NIWNOL GQ Ha3ZSOr 

LIVT-NA SUYBHLONS 1° 

T¥8T=-NA SWVITDTIA 30uNLY39 

VOST-“NA Yall F GNI SOUS HONVEYILING 
Vd swe 2e/ststo 


got 
£oT 
Z-zot 


cectesgoz¢e 
6coTzecole 
gttteccae 


8S+8 OLTSTZs 
2866 s9TSTzZs 
866 9I9TST2ZS 
£oT 2LT9zeg9aLe £866 69TST2S 

2-Z0T Ltttzecore S866 L9ITSTZ9 
SG3ZA133I3Y NOTAVYOdYOD ATddNS SVS G3ILVGIIOSNOI- 


” 
8 
° 
a 
— 
5 
N 
wo 
e 
a 
z 
OQ 
® 
fe 
> 
oO 
Zo 
‘QR 
o 
= 
® 
2 
— 
N 
oO 
6 
Zz 
N 
+ 
. 
> 
be 
§ 
= 
© 
g 


NVUL 
NVUL 
NVUL 
NVUL 
NVUL 


did 
did 
did 
did 
dId 
did 
dId 
did 
did 


VI@HWni0) 
vIawnio3> 
vVIanni03 
vVIawntoo 
VIGHWNtO) 


sv9 
sv9 
sv9 
sv9 
sv9 


sv9 
Sv9 
sv9 
sv9 
sv9 
sv9 
sv9 
sv9 
sv9 


33SS3NN31L 
33SS3NN31L 
33SS3NN3L 
J3SSINNIL 
33SS3NN3L 
33SS3NN3L 
33SS3NN31 
33SS3NN3L 


33SS3NN3L 


o°0 
oro 
0°90 
o°0 
o°0 


eros 
o°0s 
eras 
o°os 
o°0s 
o°0s 
o°os 
o°os 
o°o0s 


LNV3NNOD 
ANV3NNOD 
LNV3NNOD 
iNv3NNOD 
ANv3NNO9D 


Qv3IIsUIVA iSv3 
QV3IsNIVs 1SV3 
Qv3IsuIV4 
Qv3zTsayIVs 
Qv3IsaIVs LSV3 
Qv3zIsuIVs ASV] 
QwzT4sayIv4s LSVv3 
Hd TOONVY 

Hd TOONVY 


92907%-VYI Vd 6-088 ZINT Y WVITTIA 
B8E90Z<VUI Vd IT-O88 YIIZIHA NA 
TE90%=-VUI Vd TI-088 YAIONITIIC S 
6£90Z-VYI Vd C-08#% NILUVW W TUVy 


L£S802-vuo 


Vd L¢E-088% LNOAZIS S3ITVHS 
2s/Ststo 


Vd ower 

T# UIHLVEd AVITIIA 
T# USHLVYd WHITTIA 
T# ATIIVG BIL IWA 

T# ATTIVE YILIVA 

c# SWUV4I LSJYIYINOVA 
T# LLTHINOG AOU 

T# LLIHLNOG AOY 

T# Uf GUIINIA HVON 
T# Uf OYZINIA HVON 


4di-LO0T 
4d1-L0T 
d1-L0T 
di-LO0T 
dl-L0T 
$Q3A13934 

d1-L0T 

z-Z20t 
41-LOT 

e-z20t 
41i-L0T 
41-L0T 

2-20tT 
d1-L0T 

2-20T 


£9e0Zecole 
BL9I0LELOLE 
Tts0zé6cole 
6f90LECOLEe 
4seozéecole 


8690726E0LE 
s690zéecole 
esetzecole 
z9zTzecole 
TLZ2T26E0LE 
Loctzecore 
Loe tzecore 
B82L0Z6L0LE 
BeLazecale 


£9¢8 
s9ce 
z29¢8 
*9¢8 
99¢e 
02 110 
¥966 
S966 
0866 
6266 
9L66 
1966 
9966 
£900T 
z2900Tt 


z9TStze 
*9tStze 
T9TStze 
e9tstze 
sotstze 

WNIGUYD- 
eststze 
Lotstze 
6SIStzs 
ISTtStz@ 
LStstze 
eStstze 
8eTStze 
g60STz8 
6soctze 


C-V# INI SYBdOIZAIG 14393» 
€-V# INI SY3d013A3G 1Y3e3y 
Z2-v# INI SY3d0713A30 1¥383% 


33SS3NN3L 
33SS3NN31L 
33SS3NN3L 


YISVHIUNG 


did 
did 
did 


sv9 
sv9 
sv9 


o°os 
o°os 
eras 


G0ud 


GOOAN3349 
QOOAN334u9 
QOOAN3349 


3WYN O13I14 


dl-L0T 
2-z0T 
di-LOT 


stetzecol¢e 
stetzecole 
oTEtzecole 


ON Idv 


L£900T 
s900T 
6900T 


ixg we 


ootstes 
T6ecstze 
TOTST2s 


cn ar 


JWYN T13M (2993S (1995S G 


£00 39Vd AWN TOA 





NV¥L SVS VIGWNI09 (3WOU) SNGHLV COS-AD) T# SVTIV0 1 1u3804u di-LOT 98L026f0L¢ zooot eetst2es 
NVUL SVS VIGNNI0D (QV3I4WO018) SNIHLV CZOT<Ad) TS WVFOUL V AYVHITY al-L0T eetticecoze 0666 T2IStzs 
NVul SVD VIGWNI09 (SN3HLV) SN3HLV COL-A) TH AUYAW Y GIYOIIW 3i-L0T eeLozecale 6666 OftStee 
NVYL SVS VIGWN109 (Q1V3T4N0018) SNIHLV (T6-A) T# 4YOOSTVY A NOTUVW di-LOT TOTTZ6coze 666 SzIstes 
NVUL SVD VISHNI0D CQT3ZTAWOOTE) SNSHLV CLOT<A) T# YITIIW JINNOD 3 Y SAVE di-L0T SettIzecoze Ttest 6e2stee 
NVUL SVS VIGHWNI0D (QTZISWOOTE) SNIHLY CIOT<AD T# TLL39N0IS S3nWE di-LO0T 4ettzecore 6866 Oz2tStzs 
NVUL SVD VIEWNI09 CSN3HLV) SN3HLV CLL-AD TH AWHWIN T LY3GUSH di-L0T *eL0Z6Cole 9666 LzIstzee 
NVUL SVD VIGWNI09 GSN3HLV) SN3HLY (EBA) T# 183 TIIS nYvID JIVud dl-L0T se.ozecoze £000Tt vetSstzs 
NVUL SVD VIGWNTI0D CSN3HLV? SN3HLV COL—-A) 28 LIOYVINYE 3949039 di-L0T Tezozecoze S666 92ISTzZe 
NVUL SVD VIGWN109 (Q1V3TSWOOT18) SN3HLV (88-A) 2# NVWI3SZNI3BH 8 9 di-L0T L60tzecoLe socot s6ctstee 
NVuUl SVS VIGWNTI09 (QVZTSWOO18) SNIHLV CL8-A) T# NVYWI3ZNI3H 8 9 di-L0T e.60zecole 24000Tt setstzee 
NVul SVD VIGWN109 (Q13TSWOOT18) SNIHLIV C06-A)d) T# HIZOW INVES Ji-LOT zottzeceze 6000t LezecsTze 
NVUL SVD VISWNI0D (3WOUd SNSHLV 6LA-T Y3030¥ GYUVHITY 3 WA HiZ8VZIN3 j31-L0T 4ee0zecole sooot gyetstee 
NV¥L SVD VIGWN109 (Q13143WOO18) SN3HLV (96-A) T# NINUVd f AIWNOG dl-L0T 60Ttzecoze 2666 ez2tst2s 
NVUL SVO VISWNI09 QSNZHLV) SN3HLV CEL—Ad T# SdIVIIHd V SINNIG d1-L0T 62L0Z6C0LE * QT68T s0zSTze 
NVUL SVS VISWNI09 (SN3H1V) SN3HLYV (T8-A) T# YISSNIS J AIAVG dl-L0T feL0z6ecore eo00t setstes 
NVUL SV9 VISWNI109 (N38N3LS) SN3HLV CSL-Ad) T# OONIT JIHIUV di-L0T zeLozecore oooot tetstees 
NV¥L SVD VIGWN109 (Q13T43N0018) SN3HLV (L6-A) 2H IW3d A INOINY di-L0T 660Tz6ecole £666 e2tstze 
NVUL SV¥9 VIGWNT09 (QVZTIWOOT8) SNZHLV (SB8-A) T# INJIGZI JNIYI 2 9 ANOHINV di-L0T 2ze0zec oe gsooo0t etstes 
NV¥L SVD VISWNI09 (SN3HLV) SN3HLV COL-Ad TH LL09S 4 LYIG IW di-L0T sezozecore Toocot zetstee 
Vd swe ZB/ST/TO 203A1393¥ . 02 SV9 3 II0 OIONIVA- 

SV9 T3N4 TWNOIIWN 4SV3 HIYON ¥S8-3 T# Y3T133HA 4i-L0T 29602690L¢ *e00T sotstcs 
SV9 T3N4 IWNOILYN 1SV3 HLYON Te8-3 T# 4d0H1104 di-L0T £960726v0L¢ Ssoot 6ttstze 
SVD T3Nd WNOILYN NITWHUSs #3 T# Y3IONV18380 J1i-LOT S9ZTZ609LE _ £e00T ITttstze 
SVS I3NJ IWNOILVYN OONWNIA T# YIASWIIN di-L0T SSETZ6v0le S9v00T OTtstes 
SV9 13N4 IWNOILYN 1SV3 HLYON 618-3 T# INSU3W di-L0T ZvOTZ6¥OLe SeooTt zitstee 
SV9 T3NJS TIWNOTIVN 330837 £26-#2F CH SNILYVW © di-L0T TUttzéevole TSOOT STtIstes 
S$V9 T3N4 IWNOILYN NIVHNYG 898-3 T# HSUVW di-L0T 6f0TZ6v0Le Se00T 60TStze 
NVUL SVD VIGWNI09 3N30831 286-3 T# 339VHW di-LOT ESttzevoc¢e 6e00T ettstzes 
SV¥9 T3N4I IWNOILYN 1SV¥3 HLYON 606-3 T# GAOS dl-L0T OSTIz6v0z¢e OSOOT +ttstes 
SVS T3N4 IWNOILVN 4SV3 HIYON 906-3 T# LUVHNUVE di-L0T 680TZ6v0L¢ esoot stistes 
SV9 T3N4 IWNOTLWN 4N30937 6¢0T-3 SINUVE di-L0T e62Tz6v0L¢e Soot sttstes 
SV¥9 13N4 WNOTLYN 4SV¥3 HLYON #3 T# SNINV di-L0T e92TZ600L¢ £SOot ATttIstes 
Wd swe 28/ST/TO S03A1393" - 02 S¥V9 3 TIO GUVAINIA- 

NV¥L SVD VIGWNI09 AGIHSNAOL TVIIHHITY T# NIAGOOS sot oo00006sole *£96 90e2ST28 
NVUL SVD VIGWNI09 dIHSNAOL VIIHHOTY T# NVOINNTIS got oooocesoze £296 sozstze 
Vd swe 2O/ST/TO SO3AT3I34N INI S¥8 3 TIO ALINNOI-I¥i- 

T# SWIIW @ LIYVOUVH £ot L68T262TL¢e S86 toestes 

T# HLI3W V ATIVS GNV H1II3y ‘Y 1 £oT 2z6tzeztLe €t6é6 e¢ozstzs 

T# XN 13 NOIONYOH f NHOF <£oT wT6TZ6ZTz¢e et6é6 z20z2stze 

T# Ww 13 uf NOSOGNH 4 S3ITYVHD <£oT sSttzecole O0%66 v0zSsTtze 
Vd swe Z2B/ST/TO 203A13934 O02 NOILINGOUd SdITIIHd- 

02 SV¥9 O1710dv S NVINOA3ZO Y3ddf Vd A G89 WHY 2¢ HONVENZHITIY got sesozsooze 4266 661STZ2S 

02 SV9 O1710d¥ S NVINOA3Q U3ddfN Wd A UESTT WUV 78 NVWLUVY He sot eetizsooze Sf66 L6ETSTZ9 

023 SV¥9 O110dyY S NVINON3G Y3ddN Vd A ST2T WHY £# HLIWS 1 WUT Bot st2tzsooze 8e66 d0zSTzZe 

03 SV¥9 O110d¥ S NVINOAZGO UW3ddfN Wd A Cett WuV f# ALYIIIVI T3ZVH got eesttzsoozs 9£66 s86IStze 

Vd swe 28/ST/TO 03A1393¥ INI SV9 OIWAd- 

Sv¥9 VIGHN109 ZA0ND YVONS C# WINYVA XV 4di-LOT e6eslzezitze 266 cétStze 

Sv9 VIGWN109 O10H33u4 T# Y3IWLGHS ITA31 dl-L0T 49ec2eztle 4T66 O6ISTZE 

Sv9 VIGWNi09 3A0UD UVONS T#@ SIAUVS AYUVH di-LOT cotzzeetze ecéé6 tétstze 

Ssv9 vIawni03 3A0US UVONS T# LY3GWV7 1 ANOHINY di-L0T 99692EZ2TL¢e *f66 Sé6éTtStzs 

Sv9 vVIGWni0d 3A0UD YVONS T# Y3LT3HS SOWV 4di-L0T 4iSL2ezTl¢ Te66 2é6tstzs 

Sv9 vVIGWnNi0) 3TIIAS 1104 T# Y3ZTAG 38V di-L0T 49692%¢2Tl¢ £f66 véetstzee 


YISVHIUNd 3WYN QO13I4 JWYN T139M €2)993S ¢€1)993S a ON Idv ina wf on or 


n 
® 
= 
— 
a) 
Zz 
— 
i 
NS 
wt 
Ee 
o 
z 
a 
® 
fe 
> 
w 
co 
n 
® 
= 
7s 
s 
— 
N 
ee 
6 
Zz 
tS 
+ 
S 
> 
— 
be 
B 
3 
[or 
—_ 
: 
fae 


BWNT0A 





VASYUZINI OGVYO109 
VASUZINI OGVYOT09 


ISSIWSNVUL OYDIVA 
ISSIWSNVUL OUZIIWA 


GQ0¥d SVD NYBHLYON 
| 2 40 03 T10 NOINNA 
! 
| 3dId NUZISIASNVUL 
; NIWYLId SAI VIIH 
—9 WUNLYN OSVd 13 
"ISSIWSNVUL OUZIWA 


i 
NYZLSV3 JIONVHNVd 
| NUZLSV3 JIONVHNVG 


9 WUNAVN OSV¥d 13 
03 SV¥9 INITNNAYL 
TWUNLYN NUSHLYON 

dId ALNNOD NOLINS 


N3WYL3d SdIVWIWIHd 
N3IIOUL3d SdI VIHA 
N3IWYIL3d SdI VII 


03 SV9 INIINNAYL 


V9 JIIAWRIS 
V9 JITAUIS 
V9 391AURS 
v9 33ITAN3S 


S3I1I9 
S3IiI9 
S3I119 
s3tirto 


02 Sv9 
02 Sv9 
03 Sv9 
02 SVS 


o110d¥ 
o1I0dy 
ody 
o110dv 


n 
8 
s 
° 
zZ 
_— 
; 
E 
a 
® 
hay 
> 
w 
3 
n 
@ 
3 
© 
> 
— 
nN 
oF 
S 
z 
~ 
+ 
3 
> 
— 
i 
: 


o°st 
0°38 


orot 
O°6eT 
o°c6é 
0°92 
o°z2t 
0°0% 


o°0 
e°Set 
6°2 
o°o0t 
0°0 
2°2 
s°t 
g°O0T 
o°s¢ 
o°et 
oratt 
0°6 


or“t 
6° 


L°2 
L°2 
a°g 
L°2 


(3AV2 O34) JIGNVHNVd 
(3AV2 G34) JIONVHNVd 


SONTOQIS 
SONTQQIS 


Is 918) S¥VO AiLuzaIt 
CNVINOAZO) 30THYY1100 
CwYOd YV32199 JNOLSAI 
TY¥L3G NAVYULS) OSONZYV 
Y3QANS-A1134 

(STIS JIGUVW)D AVUHX 


NOSYVD = JTONVHNVd 
NOSYVI-JIONVHNVG 


SN33N8 WVHONT 

VN93A) N STIIH NVIONI 
NOANVO/N3ARS ALXIS 
CNOANVS) USAAVS 


€0029) GN38 d0ON 
CNYOIYVITID HLTNSA109 
€MYOIYVITI® HITWSA109 
CWYOINVITID HLTWSA109 
(NAVULS) LS3A NOSTIA 


(00029) VI3ZA 03 


CT9NOD) OVW YNIUVH 
CT9N0D) SVW YNIUVW 
VU3WOTINOD OVW YNIUVH 
(19N09) SVW VNIUVW 


Q13I43 ALYI9 
Q1V3I4d ALYI9 
Q131I4 ALxI9 
Q13I3 NNY AYY3HS 


XL 
d69¢8 


swf 


2e/ctsto 
NOSUILSVA 
d2928 wGe NOSYZLSVW 

Xi swe 2e/Et/sto 
T# YWI3WHD T3ANNVWS 


T@ <VW- LINN ZLINHIS-NVWANTUS 


etee@e it 


xi sve Z2e/ET/Tto 

2 GUYSSVH 
xi sve 2e/etsta 

NN JOIHYVTIOG HLYON 
xl swe 2e/etsto 


249-8T# GUIva 3A 


€# » NOILVONNOS HLIWS 3 ANV3S 


(ez2tes Old T# 


TTZ# LINN d330 HLIYONVI 


6228 LINN 
9t2# LINN 


fe-T Vv 


T 


€d330) 
(4330) 


99¢9L ¢ 


Tt-#¢ LINN JOYIVS 
xi swe 2esetsto 
d-6% N 9 Y3I71NS 1 A 
Kl swe Z2esetsto 
2# LL3NUNG 
T# Lianne 
KL swe ze/etsto 
€t-S ALISYZAINN 
xl swe 2e/etsto 
SYZGNNVS 99349 
xi sve 2e/etsto 
ve# 1S3 34730N WA 
Ki over 2e/setsto 


xl sve z2e/eTtsto 
# 18044 d0OW-¥RITTNS 
xi sve 2e/etsto 
HLIWSO109 
HiIwsato9 
HLIWSO109 
2# JL10N YU 4 
xi swe Ze/Etsto 
2# wVe AOU SINUVE 
Xl owe 2e/etsta 
T626T S# SIAVG WOL 
# 4 S3WOHAYYZHD AOU 


HLIYONVI 
HL3YONVT 


0892 J-Z2# 4 SJWOHAUUIHD AOU 
€606T St-3 SIWOHAYYSHD AOY 


SSRCERESESSSSESESEESSEESESSESEER BEBE 


SESS FESSEESESSESSESESHERSESESE 


xl owe 2e/etsto 


T# SIA3Z1 S 
T# AZIWAOYU Y 
T# 1130UNE H 
T# JNOLSA38 H 


MANSY LIVAR AND di- 


203A13934 
£0T 

£0t 
203A1393¥ 
2=20T 
2-201 
203A1393¥ 
£Ot e-ZOT 
203A1393¥ 
£0t 
203A1393¥ 
Ot 

OT 

got 
203413934 
got 
203413934 
OT 

OT 
203A1393¥ 
£0T 
203A1393¥ 
-Z0T 
203A13934¥ 
got 
20313934 
Lot ~=—s SOT 
20313934 
£0T -zOT 
203A1393¥ 
£0T 

got 

Ot 

=Z0T 
203013934 
got 


LIBOLGLeey 
BIBOLSLESy 


OdoooTSOzy 
OO000TSOZe 


ooeectetze 
soezesooce 
ZTLTLS6 eee 
6ZETLS6oZe 
SI6ETEST OZH 
LZ2LOSEoTZy 


Oves0ssoze 
9£80SS90Ze 


OvZEcSotZy 


INI O30NO03- 
SSLev0-OT-4 Tz0Stze 
9SLev0-OT-4 220STZe 


d¥02 SVS 3 TI0 IWiSsvo3- 


ZBZQE0-£0-4 S26eTZe 
SZ9LE0-C0-4 vl6eTtZe 
Ur SHVITIIA A NOLAVI3—- 
£OTes0-Gl-3 9664T2E 
INI S3IUNOSIY NOTUVI3- 
OSTev0-80-4 cooSstze 


ANWdWOD JITAUIS SIILII- 


*£6%¥0-80-4 890STze 
SE6%¥0-80-4 690STZE 
E6ve0-ve-4 L90STZE 

NI ¥ S f NOYARHO- 
P80Z%0-Gi-4 L96¥TZE 

02 NOIAVYO1dx3 YI0NOE- 
S8LLE0-OT=-4 Le6eTzZe 
9BLLEO-OT-4 stEeTze 

INI A9YIN2 UIVIG- 
6GSE%0-24-4 9L60TZ9 


WOTLVYOdYOD WNIIOYL3d 03713E- 


9TvOSEs eee 
6Teotse2ee 


SOS8veO-C0-4 fv0STtze 
INI ASYINZ WUV- 
OS9¥e0-Ji-3 ZTOSTZs 


ANVdHOD SVS GNY T110 O3¥V- 


Leoezesceey 
v6ESTSELSSZe 
SBvecsetZy 
SLeCesei2se 
LLveeseles 
O2Z20CS0S2e 


OooSSeTOZy 


860000-Ii-4 6964729 


INI WNIIOYLAd NOSUZONY- 


6TELEO-20-4 Teé6vtZs 
w3TINs L TWINV- 
6TBee0-B80-4 Bv0STze 
BTt8eeO-80-4 LeOStzs 
LTS¥¥0-80-4 9vOSTZS 
S28ev0-vV8-4 6v0STzZ8 
03 MOTLINGOYd CIOWY- 
ELOelO-e0-4 926eT2S 


SQ3AI393U SVX3L 40 ANVAWOD VNI4OULId AVITUBNY- 


£ot 
£ot 
<oTt 
£ot 
sG3A1I3934 


28eZELe72Ze 
ZeOZELezZee 
STIOZELezze 
Te6ZELeZee 


92Sev0-60-4 OTOSTZs 
E2See0-60-4 600STzZE 
G2S000-60-3 Ttestce 
TeLve0-60-4 9T0ST2e 
INI Zi1N4 ONY SUINV- 


FRFSSEFSESEFSSESESFESFFESHEESESESEESESEESASSESESESE 


NOISSIWWOD GQVOUTIVY S¥X3L 


FSFSSSESSSESSSESSSESSSESSSESESSESESSSSSSESESEEBSEE 


sot 
got 
sot 
got 


Secozsoole 
zocozseoze 
eocoesdace 
evcozsoole 


Ttzestzs 
etzestee 
otestzs 
etz2st2s 


2te6 
¥t@6 
TIs6é 
£ts6 


Vd swe 28/ST/TO 
CTOT<A) T# INSONVP 3ARZ1S 
(eB-A) TH 9OTIWE d HL3S 


CTL=-Ad TH NOLS3Yd fF 1109S 


303A1393¥ 
di-L0T 
dai-L0T 
di-L0T 


3WYN T13M €2993S ¢€1993S a 


SYOLSZANIT 3 SYZDNGOUd 
eettzecae T666 
Le.ozecole 8666 
9TLozecore 1666 


ON Idv 1xq wf 


201SG00R- 
zetstze 
6ztstee 
eztstes 


On or 


NVUL SV9 VIGWNTI09 
NVUL SVS VIGWN109 
Nv¥l SVS VIEWNI09 


YISVHIUNd 


orzt 
0°e2 
ors 


Q0ud 


(Q13T3WOOT18) SN3HLV 
(QV3IT3W0018) SN3HLV 
CSN3HLV) SN3HLV 


3WYN O713I4 


$00 39Vd 26S 3WNIOA 





n 
® 
Oo 
= 
° 
Zz 
— 
N 
© 
io) 
wi 
N 
wo 
> 
be 
2 
OQ 
o 
whe 
> 
oO 
~c 
n 
® 
& 
co 
S 
~— 
N 
o 
3 
z 
~ 
~ 
So 
> 
Mic 
ke 
o 
_ 
$ 
mx 
3s 
be 
: 
fou 


3NI1 3dId NOASNOH 


02 110 
02 110 
02 110 
03 110 
02 110 
02 110 
03 110 
03 110 
02 110 
032 110 
02 110 
0) 110 
02 110 

dood 

dod 

duo3 

d¥o3 

dod 


41139 
41139 
A1139 
A1139 
A1139 
A1139 
41139 
41139 
41139 
41139 
41139 
41139 
AL139 
109v2 
108v9 
10av9 
1098V9 
108v9 


3NIV3dId NOLSNOH 
SY3ZINGOYd SVX3L3 


3NIV3dId NOLSNOH 
ANIT3dId NOLSNOH 
ANI13dId NOLSNOH 
3NIV3dId NOLSNOH 
N3IWYLId SAI VII 
WHUALVYN NYUBHLYON 
03 1331S OdWUY 
N3IWYL3Id SdIVIIHd 


WAININTLNODSNVYL 
NIWUI3d SdI TINH 


9 ‘WUNLYN OSVWd 13 
9 WUNLYN OSVWd 13 
9 WUNLVYN OSVd 13 
9 IWYNLYN OSVd 13 


WNIIOYLId NIYUVA 
WNITOULId NIVUVA 


N3WYLId SdIVINIHd 
N3IWYLId SdIVWHd 
WIOUWVHS GNOWVIO 


WAININTLNOISNVUL 
dId SV9 33SS3INN3L 


YASVHIUNd 


$00 


0°90% 


s*0 
s°0 
s°0 
s°0 
s°0 
s°0 
s°0 
s°0 
s*0 
s°0 
s°0 
s°0 
s*0 
a*t 
ort 
o°t 
ort 
0°2 


o°e2 
o°0 


L°222 
s°s¢ 
T*Te 
o°s¢ 
o°st 
o°ss 
o°es 
o°st 


o°oet 
test 


o°6t 
0° v2 
o°s~e 
0°22 


0°L2 
arLe 


0°0 
o°0 
O° OST 


4%} 
ore 


aoud 


39Vd 


(0907) NILUYW 3 0 


2 ONVHON 
Jyh Ny 


NOSUY9 
NoSuYyD 
Nosyyo 
NOSYYD 
NOSNY2 
Nosuv? 
NOSUYD 
NOSUYD 
nosuvo 
NOSUY¥D 
NoSsuv> 
nNosuyo 
NOSYVD JTONVHNWd 
HLYON S31S3-GuyA 
HLIYON $31S3-0uNvA 
HLYON S31S9-0N¥A 
HLYON S31LS3+Q¥VA 
HLYON S31S3-CuvA 


(SLIT) Vi9INL HIAOS 


J 1ONVHNYd 
ZIONYHNYd 
JONVHNd 
2 TONVHNYd 
2 TONVHNYd 
JIONVHNYd 
2 IONVHNYd 
JIONVHNVG 
JIGNVHNYd 


TAVUL) JN VIEH W3dVHO 


¥I4S934 

vai 9e20 

¥3iSdan 

w24Sa3n 

OTL 4379) N NOSLY3GOU 
(NOLVWYYW) GHOISNYH 
(0079) NOLIVULS 
NOLY37704 


(OOTS) AN WAVd Is 
JVONVHNYd 1S3R 


4S¥3 3 0NVHNYd 
4S¥3 J 70NVHNYd 
NAOUS+4SV3 JTONVHNYd 
1$¥3 = 30NVHNYG 


IN93Y ALNNOD SN3Hd3LS 
1N93Y¥ ALNNOD SN3Hd3LS 


3YUV GNIYL) AYYIGAVUdS 
3uv GN3YL) AYYIGAVUdS 
(AOUNOW TvVSVE) AVW 


QNZ) 1TIOISTYG-0I0N09 
(2 GNVY T+3) NOINTY 


eerrreccerer 


3WYN O13T3 


26S 3WNIOA 


J ONVHNY’ 


ML VP SBsET ITO 
¢# ZINILUYH NYIYOY 
XL ive @BsETsTO 
6® NNIND 
8# NNING 
98 NNIND 
S* NNINO 
e# WANING 
¢# NNING 
z# NNING 
9T# NNING 
ST# NNINO 
oT# NNING 
¢T# NNINO 
ot# ANING 
Te WNIN® 
SONTHO1NH 
SONIHI1NH 
SONIHD1NH 
SONIHILNH 
SONTHIINH 
Ki syP = @esEtst0 
869998 934 Z# AD AONT3NIAW 9 3 
Mi ive = zesetst0 
@# AISNIX 
zesetsto 
Q1314 4318038 
Q1314 ¥31S8a" 
602" LINN GN3I4 ¥31SE3A 
6STO# LINN O1314 U34SE3A 
TOLe# LINA N42. NOSLYREOU 
198 Xi 40 02 4N3Wd073A30 110 
(S*960) 19-82-" SO9ZuNOE ¥ » 
LUIZ® LINN WYOSHVITD NOLYIIING 
Xl 3¥P = 28ST /TO 
Z# AINA S¥O9 YOTAWA ¥ 9 
Ki vf =. SBT TO 
2uze SNIAIG |. 
KL swf = - @esET/ TO 
€T# NIOIAVI 
Q-€# SNIOGNH 
W-T# H9009 
T# N3¥O8 
ML 3¥P 0 ZEST /TO 
¢# 1108 O34 
ze 1108 G31 
XL SVP = BET STO 
T# eT-8G ALISYSAINN 
T# Te-2 ALISUBAINN 
T# WVHLVI 
XL SVP Bs ET STO 
oee# T109sIua 1¥3G0% 
vee .@ LINN 3 OLUS 


3WYN 173A 


S68 
Sis 
t98 
eG 

*Z20Tt# 


NSSY "2901S 
NSSY ¥I0LS 
NSSY W20IS 
nSS¥ 49015 
NSSY "9015 


xl owe 
@LL2e LINN 
Tie" LINN 


2993S (1993S Q 


$03A13934¥ 
d1l-L0T 
$Q3A13934 
sot 
got 
sot 
sot 
got 
got 
got 
Bot 
got 
got 
got 
got 
sot 
got 
got 
sot 
got 
sot 
SQ3AI13934 
sot 
$G3A1393¥ 
£oTt 
2Q3A13934¥ 
ot 
oT 
ot 
<£ot 
£ot 
<£ot 
o-Zet 
got 
$03A133934¥ 
<£oTt 
3Q3AI3934 
got 
2Q3A13934¥ 
got 
sot 
sot 
got 
3Q3A13934u 
£oT 
ot 
3G3A13934 
<£ot 
<£ot 
£OTt wev-zot 
3Q3A13934 
sot 
sot 


INI 
OOTTESOS2e 


ooccosseze 
ooosorccz2e 
ooodnssece 
ooodnseZ2y 
Qo00gseZee 
oo000ctece 
eoo00ctece 
oo0gnEsZey 
ooo0certZer 
oocoogse2e 
ooo0oesZzey 
Ioo0oeeZze 
Oo0coeezee 
OSLOTSLeZe 
C6TZOSLeZe 
9LTZOGLeZe 


69TZ0SLeZe 


e2TOTSLvZe 
00000SZ0Z2e 
OLVOCEZ eee 


X31 30 ANVdWOD 


*EZTEIOSS 
BSETISTOZ2es 
TISTETOS?S e 
ZTZTSEOZSe 
Setzesotey 
6080CS6ETZe 
4estcel2ze 
Teszcsooce 


L6¥TLE0eZe 


oo0nnges zee 

INI 
OLTIZLB0Ze 
LeLece.tze 
OOVCSES eee 
TEOIZEV wee 


9SBSv0-b0-4 


ANVdWOD 


L481000-0T-34 
88L0¥0-OT-3 
68Le00-0TRs 
O6L940-0T-4 
T6L900-0T-4 
26L000-0T-4 
£6L4000-0T-4 
O8Lee0-0T-4 
TSLe00-0T-4 
2BLe00-0T-4 
£BLve0-0T-4 
98L0b0-0T-4 
v6Lev0-OT-4 
9T60b0-80-4 
8¥80e0-89-3 
6¥8ev0-80-4 
0S8%v0-80-4 
LT6¥¥0-980-4 
NOITLV¥OdY0D 
ZBeEe0-20-4 


O23 NOLLVYOIdX? J1SHNHK- 


2860128 
110 SNH- 
ecostes 
ecostze 
scostzs 
ge0stze 
L¢costze 
ecost2s 
6costze 
ezostze 
6z0stze 
ocostzs 
tTeostze 
zeost2s 
ovost2e 
og0stz2s 
2sostze 
esostze 
vSostzs 
T90Stze 
WoO 41NS- 
2460128 


ANVdWOD 110 A1139=- 


64T200-90-4 


WO NVITU3WY 


98 ¥SeO-c0-4 
Lesvev0-C0-4 
Bl eSeO-f0-4 
LEeSv0-C0-3 
T68S%0-V8-4 
688Ee0-01-4 
£SL000-00-4 
6S2¢00-80-4 


896eT28 
Wu3Nn29- 
TLOST28 
Tsost2s 
eL0stes 
zL0stzs 
v86eTZ2s 
£86etze 
0Z0STZ2S+ 
900Sstze 


NOTLVUOdYOD NOXX3- 


869f 00-00-45 
088ee0-0T-4 


90S9£0-0T-4 
680¢%0-0T-4 
660040-0T-4 
CLe.e0-O0t-4 


8L6eTZe 


d¥O2 WNITOYLId AVENISI- 


esostze 


dNOYD S3AN3S3IY ADYINI= 


6260128 
£66eTZe 
166128 
2e6etee 


ANVdWOD SVS TWUNLYN OSVd 13- 


eLLZL62%v2e 
ZLLZLES vee 


S6Le¢0-dl-4 
96Le00-Gl-4 


Teostzs 
2vostze 


INI SV9 3 110 LIZENNS SYTIVO- 


OSETEESSSe 
286TSEVlcee 
TTOTESé%2e 


ST6E¢0-Il-4 
9T6E00-IJl-4 
8v0000-0T-4 


S8é6etzee 
986eTZe 
9S601ze 


NOITLVYOdYOD WNITOULId NOL109~- 


Qo0c0TEI2e 
GO000LZ eee 


ON IdV 


89L000-00-4 
OLBeeO-v0-4 


1x0. wf 


L2ostze 
osost2e 


on or 





a 
£ 
° 
Z 
— 
3 
N 
oA 
Ee 
oO 
E 
QO 
o 
bhe 
> 
oO 
a] 
a 
o 
3 
o 
= 
— 
on 
oO 
6 
Zz 
tS 
7 
3 
> 
— 
i 
~ 
5 
2 


02 SVD BVLS 3N07 
ISSIWSNVYL OUZIVA 


SV¥9 NYZLSIAHINOS 
VW3dId SVD IWHUMLVN 


SV9 X3L-N39 HINOS 
SV9 NYZLSIAHLNOS 
SV9 NYZLSIAHLNOS 
SV9 NYZASIAHINOS 
SLINGOYd SVD dOd 

ONISSOWD NOSNOY34 
WOIIW3IHD ODINNIL 

N3IWYL3d SdIVIIHd 

Stava 1° 

02 WUNLYN WSS300 

WUNLYN NUZHLYON 
02 110 3NId1V 

9 WUNLYN OSVd 13 
02 110 3NId1V 

03 110 3NId1V 

02 VIO 3NIdVv 

02 T10 3NId1V 

02 W10 3NId1V 

N3IWYL3d SdIVIHd 
02 SV¥9 YVLS 3NO1 

02 110 NAS 

2 S$v9 2 130 3800V 

3NI1 3dId AMOGNIVYE 

3NI1 3dId MOGNIVY 
3NIV 3dId MOGNIVYE 

NVQVOVS d GUuO4NVS 


ONT wud 
INI yuo 


NZWYL3d SdI VII 
NIWAUL3Id SdIVIIHd 


YASVHIUNd 


209 


o°9t 
o°9t 
0°0% 


a°22 


o°set 
£°té 


agoud 


39d 


AVY VHSUVW 
QOIW XOITIA/AS AQ3INI» 


€OG0V9) 1S3A NAWYar 
#) STI3A WHUINIW JVI 
uvINN3Y ALNNOD Owe 
WHO NIASNV) SONTQGIO 
1Sv3 NOSAYG 

4 3278uvW) LS3AR NAWURr 
(VNOLV) MONVE WONG 
(T9NOD) SONTUdS Wud 
WHO NIASNV) SONICGIS 


d@ SIAVUL? LSV3 N3IONIW 
0039V1d 

(NVINOAZG? NIOY d330 
(SJYONV NVS) U3WuV4 
(N3113) SY38WVHD 
W33UD VAOIN 

V3uv ON3UL> 
vVauv GN3uL) 
Vauv ON3YL> 
V3uV ON3UL) 
V3UV GN3YL) AYYIBVUdS 
V3UV GON3YL) AYYIAVUdS 


(NV3Q) J4dV9V 
V3UV GN3YL) AYYIGVUdS 


AUUIGVUdS 
AYNIGVUdS 
AYMNIAVUdS 
AYUYIAVUdS 


4 SONINNS® NYSAS AUVW 
Id (G-NAVULS) 3N AQNT 
(NV30) NOWVH-X31 
VAG3) 3 QVGINIYL 1404 
VAQ3) 3 QVOINIYL 104 
VAQ3) 3 QVGINIYL 1¥04 
€ogaqvd) N303d 


NOANYD) €S ALISY3ZAINN 
CNOANVD) LONVEOUd 


WHI NILSNV) SONTGQIS 
IWHD NILSNV) SONIGOIS 


3WVN Q13I4 


26S 3WNOA 


KL sve zesetsto 
T# A¥GN3H 
XL 3¥0 «=. @ET/TO 
T# N3AOG QIVAaNNUD 
x. sve Zesststo 
Z# ONIAOT Y3AII0 
#2962 T# S3NOf ZINNIW 
@# HONVY AISONII 
T# 1soor 
¢# 183 ONIAOT AP 
OT# 183 ONIAOT A 
z# AZ IWNONE 
T# ¥3N930308 39¥¥9 
62690 T# @ LINN HISU39 
xi te ze/etsto 
eeCOT# VONIONYN T3VHIIW 
XL 3¥P = 287 ET/ TO 
L2# yaTHNE % ONTYANITG 
xi ive zesetsto 
z# ONIN 37@WNH 
xi sve zesetsto 
ST# OS ALISY3AINN 
xi 3¥e zesetsto 
COZTLT) TH 4 SYIGWYHD YA 
XL sve ZesETs TO 
#S@-T LUVHTIING 
XL 3¥P © 2esET/TO 
ZZ0ZZH X-T# GUVAOH NVIAIA 
(920008) X-T# 2 @ Y3NION 
(9L9Z28) X-T# wGe 330VW 
(81522) X-6# o2e 338¥W 
(£2zz2ze) X-98 336VW 
(£2Z2Za) X-S# 330VW 
(e6L228 JUD X-Z2# 330W AND 
(WN) ¢# 3E7100 
XL 2¥0 =—- Z/ET/TO 
V-¢ 304 039 1109S 3 NYWAIN 
xl tve zesetsto 
T# AHOTNNOW 
XL 3¥P =: ETI TO 
T# STUYVH 
KL 3¥P 0 zesETsTO 
T# LINN ABAL VIIA 
T# LINN AZAIT-NOSQUVHIIY 
T# LINN SWYGY AZYONY 
xi sve zesetsto 
T LINN W33¥9 Y330 HLYON 
Ki ive © 28sET/ TO 


Z-VLT ALISUZAINN Jl- 


w-OL LONWEOUd 

xi swe ze/etsto 
T# WHOLS 
T# ONINNZOW JILIVH 


<£oTt 


Lot 


<£ot 
£0t Z2=Z0t 


303A13934 

o-20T 
$Q3AI3934u 

BOT 
S03A13934u 

v-Z20T 

sot 

ot 

£ot 

£oTt 

e-Z0T 

£oTt 

£oT 

£ot 
sQ3AR3934u 

v-20T 
303A13934¥ 

got 
3Q3AI3934u 

<£ot 
303A13934 

£ot 
sG3AI3934 

v-20T 
sG3AI3934u 

got 
3Q3A1393¥ 

<£ot 

£oT 

£ot 

<£ot 

£ot 

£0T 

£ot 

£ot 
2Q3A13934 

#-Z0T 
3Q3A1393¥ 

£ot 
SG3AI3934¥ 

ot 
3G3A13934 

ot 

£ot 

£oTt 
3Q3AI33934U 

<£oT 
3Q03AI3334 

<£ot 

<eT 
sQ3AI3934u 

2-z0t 


3WYN TI3M €2993S 


(T)93S Q 


eocontesoce 


03 110 we 
OSeesG-I1-4 Boectze 


INI ANVdWOD SNILVU3d0 3710N- 


O0000TOS2e 


SeLvv0-20-4 LTOSTZS 


INI OJIXIW AAN 3 SVX31 9OUd TIGOW- 


6THOSELEZZe 
O0000L9IEZy 
LTISEELezey 
000006eTZe 
eTECeLezee 
OT9SELEZz4 
SLOZEL9ISZY 
2BTZELEvey 
GO000LE2Z4 


080%¥0-60-4 
*98000-Gl-4 
826£40-60-4 
S@Lz2e0-£0-4 
228680-60-4 
2LLE00-60-4 
STé6Te0-Gl-4 
626£40-60-4 
SETILO-£0—-4 


2660128 
9S0Stze 
Le6etze 
*269tze 
TS6eTZe 
386%128 
9960128 
e8é6etze 
8264128 


NOIAVYOdYOD ASYINZ WIZHIIIW- 


4660CTO%Z4 


TeLTS0-90-4 zZz6etze 


INI WILSAS ONTYZHLVS AZNUNWIHH- 


0000069024 
LOLZEL002y 
99LZLSOT2y 
TU9ZS6402%4 
00000S6224 


82L200-20-4 TLé6E4TZE 
INI OF 110 INVIYV4IINH- 
9S0%e0-80-4 Té6é6eTZs 
INI O1VuVER- 
LUZev0-Ji-4 SOOSTZSs 
INI S¥S 2 110 30337- 
LeS9f0-Gi-43 Of64T28 
SNNOA W Ie 


STO*¥O-O0T-4 0660128 


NOTLVYOdYOD 3399W-UdIN- 


ILEZELT Se 
oocoosseZy 
2SE7LLTLSe 
ESEZELtece 
OO00OLTE2e 
eSEZeLteee 
OLSZELIcze 
ZILTETIVSY 


oo0ggceoze 
*B90CSl0Ze 
BISTESTIZe 


INI 


9LZ0CET See 
Z9z0zet eee 
O6Z0EETEZH 


Z9TZELLOZH 


¥9OTEET o2e 
66LTESE22e 


00000LEZ2» 
000006%T2e 


ON IdV¥ 


oeteco-4 
986L£0-3l-4 
966L£0-80-4 
S66L20-80-4 
8008¢0-80-4 
L00820-80-4 
9690f0-80-4 L26¥T28 
LTOSEO-3L-4 Gv6+TZs 
xO) 1 NHOf- 
22teevO-Gi-4 Z200STZE 
NVHWAZN VY NHOT- 
9L6ee0-V8-4s OLOSTZe 
d¥02 WNIWYLId WI=- 
6LSTHO-V8-4 f£964TZE 
NOTLVYO1dXS NOSKIVP- 
960%v0-f0-4 Sé66HT2E 
S60%v0-C0-4 660TZB 
L60%%0-0-4 9E6HTZE 
N3LUVd UY f- 
OTLZ40-60-43 OL60T28 
SONINNIS I f- 
S#8EvO-Jl-4s T86HTZS 
eT8ee0-3i-41 SvOSTzZs 
03 110 STIZA NVIGNI<- 
SLSLE0-£0-4 CL6eTtZs 
46TELO-£0-4 OS6T2S 


ing we ON or 


9v6eTZe 
Ové6eTzs 
Zv6eTtZe 
Te6éetzs 
vv6eTze 
Lv6vtZe 





o 


8 
5 
Zz 
5 
& 
Ee 
oO 
E 
3 
fy 
> 
3 
o 
= 
o 
> 
3 
3 
z 
5 
3 
> 
e 
z 


9 WUNLYN OSVd 13 
9 WUNLVYN OSVd 13 


03 SV¥9 NOfY13 


03 S¥9 YvVLiS 3NO7 
TWadId SV¥9 IWUNLYN 


S3ILNNOD NY3LS3A 


3dId NYZLSIASNVUL 


ISSIWSNVUL OUDIWA 
ISSEWSNVUL OUZTVA 


NVUL SVX34 O34INN 
JIMASMONI T3NNVHD 
NVYL SY¥K3L O3LINN 
N3WY13d SdI WING 
N31OL3d SdI TITHE 
N31OYI3d SdI WING 
ISSIWSNVUL OYZIWA 
11 3dId S¥9 1730 
did S¥9 AS3AHLNOS 


OUL3d SVX31 NOINN 


9 WUNLYN OSVd 13 
9 WUNLYN OS¥d 13 
v9 NOSOYVHIIY GIS 
9 IWUNLVYN OSVd 13 


NVGVOVS d GHOANVS 
AVGVOVS d GUOINVS 
NVOVOVA d QUOINVS 
03 WuNivN VSS3d0 


dId SV9 33SS3NN31 


o°tet 
0°262 


o°09et 


o*é6Tt2 
ott 


o°ett 
O°oT 
o°2 
orLt 


e°Tet 
o°zgt 


0°00% 
o°00s 
0°004 
o°zot 
T°6 
o°z6et 
o°00T 
0°0 
8°22T 
o°ct 
o°0 
0°0 
o°et 
9°¢ 
o°6t 
0°02 
o°0 
0°9 
o°ot 
0°9 
O°ott 
e°0 


0°94 


VNOLV) HINVE GYOsOVU 
COOTe#) IS3A GuOs 


WHI NILSNV) SONTIGOIS 


S9NOD GON38) JTIIASNOOS 
yvInesyY ALNNOD Yow 


(NN3d)/*¢ WIOT1E S3LS3 
NOINTY HLYON 

(0009 Olus)? ALID Ganr 
3NOLSAI» 


» HINVY 11399¥.8-SwvOV 
» HINVY L13999VE-SWVOV 


3034u3) OTINYS 13 1SV3 
UNESWITAD HINVY Z3d07 
OIAVLD OVINUS 13 1SV3 
WHI NILSNV) SONIGOIS 
WHI NILSNV) SONTGGIS 
WHI NILSNV) 'SONIGGIS 
(0089) NVILSIYHD 

6% OIT¥4) HLYON JSINOT 
(0042) S99VNS 
NId O1Wd) S 3A09 N319 
CVAVNNOL) AZDTUIHS 
CNOANVID) NOIW 
CNVIWY3d) UvVEeWS 
JIGNVHNVYd IS3A 
(NVINOA3O) 3NOLSAI 
CHYOSUVITID HLTWHSA109 
YNGN3III3Z) JIOM AOTIZA 


W3 0 CNAVYLS) AZTIVI 


CNAVULS) ATIVE 
YVINDIY ALNNOD AVIS 
Q13I4 AVIGTIA 

000S) 3IluIVud ONINUNG 


NOLAVd 


2# 334 SV ONVICIW 

2# 334 Z NOSURZEIND 
xl swe 2e/etsto 

T# 337 3 GUVAOH 
xi swe zesctste 

C68%06) T# wVe AISdWVYD NNING 

(89902) T# NIOTNVS 
XL sve Ze/Etsto 

T# 3 NOSNHOF GC A 

T# GIVININ AL 

98 -3- SOUS N3ISLNIG 
XL sve 2e/Etsto 

2t# 2 SNIMN3E NNS 
Ki sve eesetste 


Z29T=-TTt# TE Ur 11399V8 WE 41-L0T 
da-T-68 GNIIUS SLIVE 41-LOT 


Xl ower zesetsto 
vVIduv9 30 9 VuVS 
£# LINN SV¥9 VIYOSNOT OYGNYSIT 
T# YOTAWL AOUZT 
Xl sve 2e/ETtsto 
TOveT# JUy T# V LINN f WAI 
ST9eT# JUy T# LINN AVH 
L29eT# JUY T# HINVY YITLNG 
Kil swe zesetsto 
T# AVYUS H NOWTIL 
Ki owe zesctsto 
T# 433W 
2e/etsto 
wuvd AOU 
Ki sve Z2esetste 
CTSEeTt>) T# Ur IZINVGIW 3 
' Mi sve ze/Etsto 
T# NVWYV30 
XL ower ZesEtsto 
S€-T# SIYYON 9 37713Z0n 
xl swe Ze/et/to 
898% SAZYONY ALISUZAINN 
‘ T# GQ HONVY 
2 ON Y3GNZAVI 
St 1# WOLIZONY HITWSC109 
xl swe 2e/etsto 
T# 39037¥V AUNZH 
XL sve zesetsto 
S8ctz T# ¥V SYZONVS 3 A 
82902 T# SUZGNVYS 2 A 
' T2ST2 T# YIGINS 
xl owe Zesetsto 
T# AJDIOVA A WYITTIA 
XL owe 2e/etsto 
T ON HIIWS 
2e/etsto 
88 SNINAVH 


Xi sur’ 


xi swe 


e-Z0T 
£Ot 
2Q3AI33934 
2-Z0t 
3Q03AI3334 
£oT 
<£OoTt 
2G3A13934 
£ot 
* §3-80T 
Bot 
3G3A1I3334 
£ot 
3G3A133934 
£ot 
£ot 
303AI3934 
*-Z8T 
v-Z0T 
-Z20T 
sQ3AI3334u 
2-zot 
z-20T 
0-Z20T 
3Q3AI3934 
<Ot Z2eZot 
sQ3AI3934 
o-Z0T 
3Q3A1I3934 
e-z0t 
393A13393¥ 
; BOT 
303A1393¥ 
£0t 
sQ3AI3334U 
<£ot 
sG3AI333u 
sor 
sot 
sot 
Bot 
sG3A1I3334 
£ot #-Z0T 
SQ3AI3934U 
<£ot 
£OT 
<£ot 
SQ3A1I3334 
v-Z20T 
2Q3A13934 
v-Z0T 
$Q3A13934 
£ot 


6260C62E74 
98eTSERtZe 


¥99LE0-88-4 IC6T2e 
*60TeO-80-1 2960128 
INI ODVX31- 
TLZ2000-€0-4 LS66TZE 
O03 WNIIOULId O-XZ1- 
OOOOOLEZZe ZSLvvO-60-4 GETOSTZE 
GOGCOLESZe ISLee0-60-1 SIOStze 
ANVdHWOD SNIIVU3d0 YOTAVI- 
LZLTESLeZe IVIeeO-80-4 HOOSTZS 
GOCGCLZEZe CESETE-06-4 LIévtze 
OOOCOLSeZe HL9ZEO-b0-4 F26HTZE 
CJYVAVT3G) ANVdWOZ TIO NNS- 
OO000SESZe BILLT¥O-80-4s S96HTZE 
OD ALIWACY GNV WHINGS- 
CeSEesotzZe SILeevG-Ji-s CUSStes 
GO0SEESOTZs ZeLee0-IJi-4 STOSTZS 
SUIINGOUd TIO NNVH-NOSdWIS- 
AESTESOSZe G¥9ECE-tO-4 CSéEVTZE 
TIGOLLYOZY = SESTHO-%0-4 0964128 
SG6ZTSSES2e GOLECE-t0-1 SEIZE 
03 110 WI3ZHS- 
BBSCvO-C0-4 CL4E0TZE 
O6eEeO-£0-4 SLEHTZE 
68CG-CO-4 164T28 
\ 03 ASUINZ 39VS- 
2LEQ0CLLTZe CSLE%O-TO-4 6LENTZE 
NOILVUOdYOD SVS 3B TIO IWAODU- 
TOTZETSe2e EGLES¥O-C0-4 LOOSTZS 
INI SI3IYNOSZY GOOANIOU- 
QO00OTSOZs LETOEO-al-4s Teé6vtzZe 
INE S3ILYIdOUd TIO J4TU~ 
SZETSEBOZe O2Lev0-al-s HTOSTZs 
INI 03 110 V¥1-03¥- 
CVOTSCEZZe BVEILEO-OI-41 SEEvTZe 
INI ANVAHWOD WNIIOULId 1S0d- 
GEVTESTI2e ZISeeO-v8-4 ve0STZE 
NOILVUOdYOD NOILINGOYd WIINOId- 
SO9vOCOOZe E6SLebE-80-4 eZ0STZE 
OOOOOSSZZe ZBISZO-OT-4 G6Té6é¥TZe 
OG0COSESZe BSLb80-80-4 FzZOGTZE 
ETLZOSETZe AILe¥O-80-4 SZOSTtze 
ANVd4HO3D MNIIOULId SdITIINd- 
QOOCOESEZe BEELEO-Gi-4 6£E6HTZE 
d¥02 WNIWULId TAVIVUVd- 
OSTZELLOZe BITee0-60-4 a00STZE 
T9BTELLO2e GTTee8-60-4 TeOSstzs 
Q9SSELLOSH «STI ee0-60-4 6664128 
/ swung 3 d- 
SSOZEESTZe ObSEL0-EL-4 2SEHTZE 
d¥02 SV9 3 110 JCIANOTIYN- 
QO000EI¥Ze EC26e¥0-20-4 990STZE 
WNIIOYISd JISVA/LUVAZIS Ali- 
QLEZTESLeSe CILeHO-B0-4 FIZOSTZE 


LOsOsLLeze 


S9vOTSév Tee 
eLOTCéEetZe 
ezztcisoce 


YISVHIUNd 


agoud 


on ar 


3WYN O13T4 


BWYN WIZM (2993S (1993S GQ 


ON IdV 1x0 we 


800 39Vd 26S 3WNIOA 





§ 
S 
a 
3 
5 
E 
3 
E 
5 
i 
3 
® 
3 
® 
= 
8 
3 
a 
5 
> 
> 
i 
ce 
5 
z 


02 Sv9 


WSNVUL SV¥9 
9 WUNLYN O 
WSNVUL S¥9 
WSNVUYL SV9 
WSNVUL SV9 
WSNVUL SV9 
WSNVUL S¥9 
NVUL SV¥9 31 
I13dId Sv9 
NIN3dId Sv9 
Vul NUZLSV3 
NIV3dId S¥9 
NIV3dId Sv9 


NIV3dId SV9 


Norv 


OUZTVA 
SVd 13 
AZTIVA 
AJTIWA 
AJTIVA 
ARZTIVA 
AZTIVA 
LST YHD 
Q3LINN 
14130 
SVX31 
1H130 
IH130 


TH1730 


02 SV9 WUNLVN 


yas 


VHIYNd 


600 


S°924 
£°262 
o°0 
9°9 


6°T2 
e°02 
6°02 
s*6Tt 
£°e2 


s°st 
o°0 


oro 
0°0 
o°0 
o°0 
o°0 
o°0 
o°0 
o°0 
ecee 


Q0ud 


39Vvd 


SONIGGIS 

N33N8) LSV3 ONVIYVIOW 
CNOANVI) YBARYS 
CLHOINWIW)D STIIH GNVS 


4) JINZON3IdIONI HiINOS 
4) HLNOS JINZONIdDIONI 
4) JINZJON3IdZONTI HiINOS 

Z2NYD VINVS HLIYON 
43) JINZONIdDIONI HINOS 


CSTs BWW)? YO1DZY 
ASIA31) LS3AHLNOS NVA 


OTUs)? ALID LNIOTAOYd 
3S NOAVG LONVYEIQTIH 
(e0S8E) IBINVOOW 
eOfTS XOITIAD YIIINIW 
(00082) NYSV4 

3d SIAVYL) SSV¥D v3 
OITIAY ALID LNIQIAOUd 


VNOLV) HINVE GYOsOVEa 


3WYN Q13I4 


26S 3JWN TOA 


T# XONy 
Xi swe Z2e/Etsta 
Sf69z# Juy T# ONOT 
xl sve 2e/ETtsto 


2-201 
2Q3A1393¥ 

got 
303A13934 


91806 XS YSAVW 41-L0T £ot 


Xi sve Z2e/ET/TO 
£Tt2t TIZGGVA NA 
XL sve 28/ETsT0 
T# S31WZNO9 3G A ‘A 
e# S31vZNO9 30 S A 
T# SOI¥Y 30 AN 
T# VWU3A SOWWVO 
T# ONZYOW 30 A VOISIUG 
XL over ze/etsto 
962698 GI T# w3NINL 
KL swe 2e/ETtsto 
vT998 NIAAS 
xl swe ZesEtsto 
Ze 3AR0LS 
T# 33 HLIWS 
2-8 Y34d39VHIS 
T# ONO TON 
T-3 NVW310H 
T# J WIZNUVH 
T=0 YIGINVH 
KL owe zesetsto 
T# 334 JV ONVICIW 


$Q03A13934 
eot 


2Q3A1393¥ 09 


sot 

sot 

got 

sot 

sot 
2Q3AI3934 
sot 
2Q3A1I3934 
£oTt 
sQ3AI3934U 
v-Z0T 
v=-Z0T 
v=-20T 
%=-Z20T 
e-Z20T 
v-20T 

. Zot 
3G3AT3934U 
o-z0T 


JWYN TI3M (2993S (1993S G 


OO000TSOZY 
998Z7EC002+ 
BSLEZESS Ze 


6T9ZEEOTZe 
0 41nd 40 
OOO0OTET2s 
GOCOOTETZs 
OOO0OTEIZy 
OOO0OTETZy 
OOOOOTETZs 


oooancsces 


SBvOSLIbZe 
alsa 
oonn0Sss2ze 
99bTESee2e 
LOVTSéEEZ2e 
OSevTessz2e 
Codon TESZ+ 
0000068224 
etstese2ee 


LL60f62E2e 


» ON IaV 


2-10-2129 3009 ONITIG 


200SZ0-c0-4 STéeTtZs 
INI ASUINOZ- 
LLO000-80-4 LS0STZE 
SWVH1 3 3NVHSOIW GOOR- 
*ESLZ0-IL-4 0269T2B 
NVNTN3d WHI TIIA- 
8S6E%0-80-3 6864T29 
AIG W 03 Ul3d NIYUVA- 
T26e0-00-4 S90ST2S 
Bl6ee0-t0-4 2905129 
O2Z6e%0-%0-4 +90ST2S 
TT6ee0-t0-4s G6S0STZB 
6T6eb0-v0-4 F90STZS 
NIVHONVT WAH 
S8SeeO-Gi-4 LL6e128 
SSOWU NOG 3 3d0d 3 A- 
eS8ee0-S0-4 Ssost2?s 
JO ANVdHWOD 110 NOINN- 
60L6E0-20-4 SSé6eT2d 
Z2e0e0-C0-4 8Sé6eTZs 
OL98E0-20-41 6H6HT28 
8998C0-20-4 8e6eT29 
6Z29T%O-20-4 #964728 
ZLT2v0-S0-4 6960128 
S2eee0-20-4 Lv6eTze 
duo) S¥V9 3 110 SV¥¥3I1- 
COSTteO-80-41 TI6tIZE 


ind wef ow or 





The above notices of determination 
were received from the indicated 
jurisdictional agencies by the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission pursuant 
to the Natural Gas Policy Act of 1978 
and 18 CFR 274.104. Negative 
determinations are indicated by a “D” 
before the section code. Estimated 
annual production (PROD) is in million 
cubic feet (MMCF). An (*) before the 
Control (JD) number denotes additional 
purchasers listed at the end of the 
notice. —~ 

The applications for determination are 
available for inspection except to the 
extent such material is confidential 


under 18 CFR 275.206, at the 
Commission's Division of Public 
Information, Room 1000,.825 North 
Capitol St., Washington, D.C. Persons 
objecting to any of these determinations 
may, in accordance with 18 CFR 275.203 
and 275.204, file a protest with the 
Commission on or before March 3, 1982. 


Categories within each NGPA section 
are indicated by the following codes: 


Section 102-1: New OCS lease 
102-2: New well (2.5 mile rule) 
102-3: New well (1000 ft rule) 
102-4: New onshore reservoir 
102-5: New reservoir on old OCS lease 


Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 32 / Wednesday, February 17, 1982 / Notices 


Section 107-DP: 15,000 feet or deeper 
107-GB: Geopressured brine 
107-CS: Coal seams 
107-DV: Devonian shale 
107-PE: Production enhancement 
107-TF: New tight formation 
107-RT: Recompletion tight formation 
Section 108: Stripper well 


108-SA: Seasonally affected 
108-ER: Enhanced recovery 
108-PB: Pressure buildup 


Kenneth F. Plumb 
Secretary. 


[FR Doc. 82-4178 Filed 2~16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 
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Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 32 / Wednesday, February 17, 1982 / Notices 


The above notices of determination 
were received from the indicated 
jurisdictional agencies by the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission pursuant 
to the Natural Gas Policy Act of 1978 
and 18 CFR 274.104. Negative 
determinations are indicated by a “D” 
before the section code. Estimated 
annual production (PROD) is in million 
cubic feet (MMCF). An (*) before the 
Control (JD) number denotes additional 
purchasers listed at the end of the 
notice. 

The applications for determination are 


available for inspection except to the 
extent such material is confidential 


under 18 CFR 275.206, at the 
Commission's Division of Public 
Information, Room 1000, 825 North 
Capitol St., Washington, D.C. Persons 
objecting to any of these determinations 
may, in accordance with 18 CFR 275.203 
and 275.204, file a protest with the 
Commission on or before March 3, 1982. 
Categories within each NGPA section 
are indicated by the following codes: 


Section 102-1: New OCS lease 
102-2: New well (2.5-mile rule) 
102-3: New well (1,000-ft rule) 
102—4: New onshore reservoir 
102-5: New reservoir on old OCS lease 


Section 107—DP: 15,000 feet or deeper 


107-GB: Geopressured brine 

107-CS: Coal seams 

107-DV: Devonian shale 

107-PE: Production enhancement 

107-TF: New tight formation 

107-RT: Recompletion tight formation 
Section 108: Stripper well 

108-SA: Seasonally affected 

108-ER: Enhanced recovery 

108-PB: Pressure buildup 
Kenneth F. Plumb, 


Secretary. 


[FR Doc. 82-4179 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-m 
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The above notices of determination 
were received from the indicated 
jurisdictional agencies by the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission pursuant 
to the Natural Gas Policy Act of 1978 
and 18 CFR 274.104. Negative 
determinations are indicated by a “D” 
before the section code. Estimated 
annual production (PROD) is in million 
cubic feet (MMCF). An (*) before the 
Control (JD) number denotes additional 
purchasers listed at the end of the 
notice. 

The applications for determination are 
available for inspection except to the 


extent such material is confidential 
under 18 CFR 275.206, at the 
Commission’s Division of Public 
Information, Room 1000, 825 North 
Capitol St., Washington, D.C. Persons 
objecting to any of these determinations 
may, in accordance with 18 CFR 275.203 
and 275.204, file a protest with the 
Commission on or before March 3, 1982. 
Categories within each NGPA section 
are indicated by the following codes: 


Section 102-1: New OCS lease 
102-2: New well (2.5-mile rule) 
102-3: New well (1,000-ft. rule) 
102-4: New onshore reservoir 


Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 32 / Wednesday, February 17, 1982 / Notices 


102-5: New reservoir on old OCS lease 
Section 107—DP: 15,000 feet or deeper 
107—GB: Geopressured brine 
107-CS: Coal seams 
107-DV: Devonian shale 
107-PE: Production enhancement 
107-TF: New tight formation 
107-RT: Recompletion tight formation 
Section 108: Stripper well 
108-SA: Seasonally affected 
108-ER: Enhanced recovery 
108-PB: Pressure buildup 
Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 82-4180 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 
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Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 32 / Wednesday, February 17, 1982 / Notices 


[Project No. 5916-000] 


City of Darrington, Washington; 
Application For Preliminary Permit 
February 17, 1982. 

Take notice that the City of 
Darrington, Washington (Applicant) 
filed on January 22; 1982, an application 
for preliminary permit (pursuant to the 
Federal Power Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a}— 
825(r) for Project No. 5916 to be known 
as the Boulder River Hydroelectric 
Project located on the Boulder River 
near the town of Darrington in 
Snohomish County, Washington 
occupying lands of the United States 
within the Mt. Baker National Forest. 
The application is on file with the 
Commission and is available for public 
inspection. Correspondence with the 
Applicant should be directed to: Mayor, 
City of Darrington, P.O. Box 422, ~ 
Darrington, Washington 98241. 

Project Description. The proposed 
project would consist of: (1) A 9-foot 
high diversion structure; (2) a 6-foot 
diameter, 4,000-foot long tunnel; (3) a 
950-foot long pipeline; (4) a 5-foot 
diameter, 1,500-foot long penstock; (5) a 
powerhuse containing generating units 
with a total rated capacity of 8,500 kW; 
and (6) a 1.4-mile long transmission line 
connecting the powerhouse to an 
existing Snohomish County Public 
Utility District line along Darrington 
Road. 

Proposed Scope of Studies Under 
Permit. A preliminary permit, if issued, 
does not authorize construction. 
Applicant has requested a 36-month 
permit to prepare a definitive project 
report including preliminary designs, 
results of environmental, and economic 
feasibility studies. The cost of the above 
activities, along with preparation of an 
environmental impact report, obtaining 
agreements with the Forest Service and 
other Federal, State, and local agencies, 
preparing a license application, 
conducting final field surveys, and 
preparing designs is estimated by the 
Applicant to be $250,000. 

Competing Applications. Anyone 
desiring to file a competing application 
for preliminary permit must submit to 
the Commission, on or before April 26, 
1982, the competing application itself, or 
a notice of intent to file such an 
application (see: 18 CFR 4.30 et seq. 
(1981); and Docket No. RM81-15, issued 
October 29, 1981, 46 FR 55245, November 
9, 1981.) 

The Commission will accept 
applications for license or exemption 
from licensing, or a notice of intent to 


submit such an application in response 
to this notice. A notice of intent to file 
an application for license or exemption 
must be submitted to the Commission on 
or before April 26, 1982, and should 
specify the type of application 
forthcoming. Any application for license 
or exemption from licensing must be 
filed in accordance with the 
Commission's regulations (see: 18 CFR 
4.30 et seq. or 4.101 et seq. (1981), as 
appropriate). 

Submission of a timely notice of intent 
to file an application for preliminary 
permit, allows an interested person to 
file an acceptable competing application 
for preliminary permit 1b later than June 
24, 1982. 

Agency Comments. Federal, State, 
and local agencies are invited to submit 
comments on the described application. 
(A copy of the application may be 
obtained by agencies directly from the 
Applicant.) If an agency does not file 
comments within the time set below, it 
will be presumed to have no comments. 

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To 
Intervene. Anyone may submit 
comments, a protest, or a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
requirements of the rules of practice and 
procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980). In 
determining the appropriate action to 
take, the Commission will consider all 
protests or other comments filed, but 
only those who file a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules may become a 
party to the Any comments, 
protests, or petitions to intervene must 
be received on or before April 26, 1982. 

Filing and Service of Responsive 
Documents. Any filings must bear in all 
capital letters the title “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE 
COMPETING APPLICATION”, 
“COMPETING APPLICATION”, 
“PROTEST”, or “PETITION TO 
INTERVENE”, as applicable, and the 
Project Number of this notice. Any of 
the above named documents must be 
filed by providing the original and those 
copies required by the Commission's 
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street, 
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An 
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E. 
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch, 
Division of Hydropower Licensing, 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Room 208 RB at the above address. A 
copy of any notice of intent, competing 
application, or petition to intervene must 
also be served upon each representative 
of the Applicant specified in the first 


paragraph of this notice. 
Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4239 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-m 


[Project No. 5907-000] 


City of Ocean Shores, Washington; 
Application for Preliminary Permit 
February 16, 1982. 

Take notice that City of Ocean 
Shores, Washington (Applicant) filed on 
January 22, 1982 an application for 
preliminary permit (pursuant to the 
Federal Power Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)— 
825(r)) for Project No. 5907 to be known 
as the Donkey Creek Project located on 
Donkey Creek, near Humptulips in 
Grays Harbor County, Washington. The 
project would affect U.S. lands within 
Olympic National Forest. The 
application is on file with the 
Commission and is available for public 
inspection. Correspondence with the 
Applicant should be directed to: N. W. 
McDeavitt, City Manager, City of Ocean 


project would consist of: (1) A 9-foot 
high concrete diversion dam; (2) a 1.3- 
mile long pipeline/canal; (3) a 1,000-foot 
long, 3.0-foot diameter steel penstock; 
(4) a powerhouse containing one 
generating unit rated at 1,000 kW; and 
(5) a 7-mile long transmission line. The 
average annual energy generation is 
estimated to be 3.5 million kWh. 

Proposed Scope of Studies Under 
Permit. A preliminary permit, if issued, 
does not authorize construction. 
Applicant seeks issuance of a 
preliminary permit for a period of 36 
months, during which time it would 
conduct engi ing, economic, 
environmental, and feasibility studies, 
and prepare an FERC license 
application. No new roads would be 
required to conduct the studies. 
Applicant may conduct subsurface 
investigations. The cost of the work 
would be $90,000. 

Competing Applications. Anyone 
desiring to file a competing application 
for preliminary permit must submit to 
the Commission, on or before April 26, 
1982, the competing application itself, or 
a notice of intent to file such an 
application (see: 18 CFR 4.30 et. seq. 
(1981); and Docket No. RM81—15), issued 
October 29, 1981, 46 FR 55245, November 
9, 1981.) 

The Commission will accept 
applications for license or exemption 
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from licensing, or a notice of intent to 
submit such an application in response 
to this notice. A notice of intent to file 
an application for license or exemption 
must be submitted to the Commission on 
or before April 26, 1982, and should 
specify the type of application 
forthcoming. Any application forlicense 
or exemption from licensing must be 
filed in accordance with the 
Commission's regulations (see: 18 CFR 
4.30 et. seq., or 4.101 et. seq. (1981), as 
appropriate). 

Submission of a timely notice of intent 
to file an application for preliminary 
permit, allows an interested person to 
file an acceptable competing application 
for preliminary permit no later than June 
24, 1982. 

Agency Comments. Federal, State, 
and local agencies are invited to submit 
comments on the described application. 
(A copy of the application may be 
obtained by agencies directly from the 
Applicant.) If an agency does not file 
comments within the time set below, it 
will be presumed to have no comments. 

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To 
Intervene. Anyone may submit 
comments, a protest, or a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
requirements of the rules of practice and 
procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980). In 
determining the appropriate action to 
take, the Commision will consider all 
protests or other comments filed, but 
only those who file a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's rules may become a party 
to the proceeding. Any comments, 
protests, or petitions to intervene must 
be received on or before April 26, 1982. 

Filing and Service of Responsive 
Documents. Any filings must bear in all 
capital letters the title “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE 
COMPETING APPLICATION”, 
“COMPETING APPLICATION”, 
“PROTEST”, or “PETITION TO 
INTERVENE”, as applicable, and the 
Project Number of this notice. Any of 
the above named documents must be 
filed by providing the original and those 
copies required by the Commission's 
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street, 
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An 
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E. 
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch, 
Division of Hydropower Licensing, 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 

“Room 208 RB at the above address. A 
copy of any notice of intent, competing 
application, or petition to intervene must 
also be served upon each representative 


of the Applicant specified in the first 
paragraph of this notice. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4240 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am} 

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Project No. 5898-000] 


Consulting Associates, Inc.; 
Application For Preliminary Permit 


February 16, 1982. 

Take notice that Consulting 
Associates, Inc. (Applicant) filed on 
January 19, 1982, an application for 
preliminary permit (pursuant to the 
Federal Power Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)- 
825(r)) for Project No. 5898 to be known 
as the Bliss Diversion Water Power 
Project located on North Side Canal, a 
diversion from Big Wood River, partially 
on Federal land managed by the Bureau 
of Land Management, in Gooding 
County, Idaho. The application is on file 
with the Commission and is available 
for public inspection. Correspondence 
with the Applicant should be directed 
to: Ms. Helen Chenoweth, Consulting 
Associates, Inc., P.O. Box 893, Boise, 
Idaho 83701, 

Project Description. The proposed 
project would consist of: (1) An existing 
10-foot high, 150-foot long diversion 
structure and a proposed diversion 
structure across the existing North Side 
Canal; (2) a 1/4-mile long canal; (3) 4 or 
6 penstocks approximately 200 feet long; 
(4) generating equipment with a total 
rated capacity of 550 kW and an annual 
energy production of 2,900,000 kWh; and 
(5) a 1/2-mile long transmission line. 
The proposed market for project- 
generated power is the Idaho Power 
Company. 

Proposéd Scope of Studies Under 
Permit. A preliminary permit, if issued, 
does not authorize construction. 
Applicant has requested issuance of a 
preliminary permit for a term of 30 
months, during which engineering, 
economic and financial feasibility 
studies will be undertaken along with 
obtaining agreements with Federal, 
State and local agencies, and 
preparation of a license application for 
an exemption. The cost of the above 
activities is estimated to be $14,520. 

Competing Applications. Anyone 
desiring to file a competing application 
for preliminary permit must submit to 
the Commission, on or before April 26, 
1982, the competing application itself, or 
a notice of intent to file such an 
application (see: 18 CFR 4.30 et seq. 
(1981); and Docket No. RM81-15, issued 
October 29, 1981, 46 FR 55245, November 
9, 1981.) 
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The Commission will accept 
applications for license or exemption 
from licensing, ora notice of intent to 
submit such an application in response 
to this notice. A notice of intent to file 
an application for license or exemption 
must be submitted to the Commission on 
or before April 26, 1982, and should 
specify the type of application 
forthcoming. Any application for license 
or exemption from licensing must be 
filed in accordance with the 
Commission's regulations (see: 18 CFR 
4.30 et. seq. or 4.101 et. seq. (1981), as 
appropriate). 

Submission of a timely notice of intent 
to file an application for preliminary 
permit, allows an interested person to 
file an acceptable competing application 
for preliminary permit no later than June 
24, 1982. 

Agency Comments. Federal, State, 
and local agencies are invited to submit 
comments on the described application. 
(A copy of the application may be 
obtained by agencies directly from the 
Applicant.) If an agency does not file 
comments within the time set below, it 
will be presumed to have no comments. 

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To 
Intervene. Anyone may submit 
comments, a protest, or a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
requirements of the rules of practice and 
procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980). In 
determining the appropriate action to 
take, the Commission will consider all 
protests or other comments filed, but 
only those who file a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s Rules may become a 
party to the proceeding. Any comments, 
soem or petitions to intervene must 

e received on or before April 26, 1982. 

Filing and Service of Responsive 
Documents. Any filings must bear in all 
capital letters the title “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE 
COMPETING APPLICATION”, 
“COMPETING APPLICATION”, 
“PROTEST”, or “PETITION TO 
INTERVENE”, as applicable, and the 
Project Number of this notice: Any of 
the above named documents must be 
filed-by providing the original and those 
copies-required by the Commission's 
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street, 
NE.,. Washington, D.C. 20426. An 
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E. 
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch, 
Division of Hyropower Licensing, 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Room 208 RB at the above address. A 
copy of any notice of intent, competing 
application, or petition to intervene must 
also be served upon each representative 
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of the Applicant specified in the first 
paragraph of this notice. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

{FR Doc. 82-4241 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Project No. 5432-000] 


Lawrence J. McMurtrey; Application 
For Preliminary Permit 


February 17, 1982. 

Take notice that Lawrence J. 
McMurtrey (Applicant) filed on 
September 29, 1981 and revised on 
November 30, 1981, an application for 
preliminary permit (pursuant to the 
Federal Power Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)- 
825(r)) for Project No. 5432 to be known 
as the Silver Creek Waterpower Project 
located on Upper Silver Creek, near 
Skykomish, within the lands of the Mt. 
Baker-Snoqualmie National Forest, in 
King County, Washington. The 
application is on file with the 
Commission and is available for public 
inspection. Correspondence with the 
Applicant should be directed to: Mr. 
Lawrence J. McMurtrey, 12122—196th 
N.E., Redmond, Washington 98052. 

Project Description. The proposed 
project would consist of: (1) A 3-foot 
wide, 3-foot deep concrete diversion 
ditch buried in the stream bed at seven 
diversion points; (2) a 20,000-foot long, 
48-inch diameter pipeline; (3) a 
powerhouse with an installed capacity 
of 3.41 MW; and (4) a 10-mile long, 115- 
kV transmission line from the 
powerhouse to an existing Puget Power 
and Light Company power line. The 
Applicant estimates that the average 
annual energy production would be 14.9 
million kWh. 

Proposed Scope of Studies Under 
Permit. A preliminary permit, if issued, 
does not authorize construction. The 
Applicant seeks issuance of a 
preliminary permit for a period of 36 
months during which time it would 
conduct technical, environmental and 
economic studies; and prepare an FERC 
license application. No new roads would 
be required for conducting these studies. 
The Applicant estimates that the cost of 
undertaking these studies would be 

Competing Applications. Anyone 
desiring to file a competing application 
for preliminary permit must submit to . 
the Commission, on or before April 26, 
1982, the competing application itself, or 
a notice of intent to file such an 
application (see: 18 CFR 4.30 et seq. 
(1981). 

The Commission will accept 
applications for license or exemption 


from licensing, or a notice of intent to 
submit such an application in response 
to this notice. A notice of intent to file 
an application for license or exemption 
must be submitted to the Commission on 
or before April 26, 1982, and should 
specify the type of application 
forthcoming. Any application for license 
or exemption from licensing must be 
filed in accordance with the 
Commission’s regulations (see: 18 CFR 
430 et seq. or 4.101 et seq. (1981), as 
appropriate). 

Submission of a timely notice of intent 
to file an application for preliminary 
permit, allows an interested person to 
file an acceptable competing application 
for preliminary permit no later than June 
23, 1982. , 

Agency Comments. Federal, State, 
and local agencies are invited to submit 
comments on the described application. 
(A copy of the application may be 
obtained by agencies directly from the 
Applicant.) If an agency does not file 
comments within the time set below, it 
will be presumed to have no comments. 

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To 
Intervene. Anyone may submit 
comments, a protest, ora petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
requirements of the rules of practice and 
procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980). In 
determining the appropriate action to 
take, the Commission will consider all 
protests or other comments filed, but 
only those who file a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules may become a 
party to the proceeding. Any comments, 
protests, or petitions to intervene must 
be received on or before April 26, 1982. 

Filing and Service of Responsive 
Documents. Any filings must bear in all 
capital letters the title “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE 
COMPETING APPLICATION” 
“COMPETING APPLICATION”, 
“PROTEST”, or “PETITION TO 
INTERVENE”, as applicable, and the 
Project Number of this notice. Any of 
the above named documents must be 
filed by providing the original and those 
copies required by the Commission’s 
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street, 
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An 
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E. 
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch, 
Division of Hydropower Licensing, 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Room 208 RB at the above address. A 
copy of any notice of intent, competing 
application, or petition to intervene must 
also be served upon each representative 
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of the Applicant specified in the first 
paragraph of this notice. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4243 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Project No. 5827-000] 
Long Lake Energy Corp.; Application 
for Preliminary Permit 


February 17, 1982. 

Take notice that Long Lake Energy 
Corporation (Applicant) filed on 
December 28, 1981, an application for 
preliminary permit (pursuant to the 
Federal Power Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)- 
825(r)) for Project No. 5827 to be known 
as the Indian Lake Project located on the 
Indian River in Hamilton County, New 
York. The application is on file with the 
Commission and is available for public 
inspection. Correspondence with the 
Applicant should be directed to: Messrs. 
Paul J. Elston and Donald E. Hamer, 
Long Lake Energy Corporation, 330 
Madison Avenue, 7th Floor, New York, 
New York 10017. 

Project Description. The proposed 
run-of-the-river project: would consist of 
existing facilities including: (1) Indian 
Lake Stone Dam, owned by the Indian 
River Company, an earthfill and 
masonry gravity structure, 550 feet long 
and 47 feet high; (2) a reservoir with a 
surface area of 4,446 acres and 67,000 
acre-feet of storage at surface elevation 
1,650 feet m.s.1.; and new project works 
to include (3) an intake structure and 
penstock; (4) a powerhouse with an 
installed capacity of 1,300 kW 
(estimated annual generation is 
5,500,000 kWh); (5) a tailrace; and (6) 
other appurtenances. Project energy will 
be sold to Niagara Mohawk Power 
Corporation. 

» Proposed Scope of Studies Under 
Permit. A preliminary permit, if issued, 
does not authorize construction. 
Applicant seeks issuance of a 
preliminary permit for a period of 36 
months during which time Applicant 
would investigate project design 
alternatives, financial feasibility, 
environmental effects of project 
construction and operation, and project 
power potential. Depending upon the 
outcome of the studies, the Applicant 
would decide whether to proceed with 
an application for FERC license. 
Applicant estiamtes that the cost of the 
studies under permit would be $25,000. 

Competing Applications. Anyone 
desiring to file a competing application 
for preliminary permit must submit to 
the Commission, on or before May 24, 
1982, the competing application itself 





(see: 18 CFR 4.30 et seq. (1981)). A notice 
of intent to file a competing application 
for preliminary permit will not be 
accepted for filing. 

The Commission will accept 
applications for license or exemption 
from licensing, or a notice of intent to 
submit such an application in response 
to this notice. A notice of intent to file 
an application for license or exemption 
must be submitted to the Commission on 
or before April 26, 1982, and should 
specify the. type of application 
forthcoming. Applications for licensing 
or exemption from licensing must be 
filed in accordance with the 
Commission's regulations (see: 18 CFR 
4.30 et seq. or 4.101 et seq. (1981), as 
appropriate). 

Agency Comments. Federal, State, 
and local agencies are invited to submit 
comments on the described application. 
(A copy of the application may be 
obtained by agencies directly from the 
Applicant.) If an agency does not file 
comments within the time set below, it 
will be presumed to have no comments. 

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To 
Intervene. Anyone may submit 
comments, a protest, or a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
requirements of the rules of practice and 
procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980). In 
determining the appropriate action to 
take, the Commission will consider all 
protests or other comments filed, but 
only those who file a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's rules may become a party 
to the proceeding. Any comments, 
protests, or petitions to intervene must 
be received on or before April 26, 1982. 

Filing and Service of Responsive 
Documents. Any filings must bear in all 
capital letters the title “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE 
COMPETING APPLICATION”, 
“COMPETING APPLICATION”, 
“PROTEST”, or “PETITION TO 
INTERVENE”, as applicable, and the 
Project Number of this notice. Any of 
the above named documents must be 
filed by providing the original and those 
copies required by the Commission's 
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street, 
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An 
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E. 
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch, 
Division of Hydropower Licensing, 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Room 208 RB at the above address. A 
copy of any notice of intent, competing 
application, or petition to intervene must 
also be served upon each représentative 


of the Applicant specified in the first 
paragraph of this notice. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4242 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE €717-01-M 


[Docket No. CP82-154-000) 


Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Co.; 
Application : 
February 16, 1982. 

Take notice that on January 13, 1982, 
Michigan Wisconsin Pipe Line Company 
(Applicant), One Woodward Avenue, 
Detroit, Michigan 48226, filed in Docket 
No. CP82-154—000 an application 
pursuant to Section 7(c) of the Natural 
Gas Acct for a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity authorizing 
the relocation of compressor facilities, 
all as more fully set forth in the 
application which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Applicant states that it has been 
purchasing gas supplies in the Laverne 
Area of Beaver, Harper, and Ellis 
Counties, Oklahoma, since 1958 and that 
deliveries have steadily and predictably 
declined to the point where certain 
transportation and gathering facilities 
are presently operationally 
underutilized. Applicant explains that 
its Laverne station in Harper County is 
presently comprised of one 9,000 
horsepower class compressor, one 
12,000 horsepower class compressor, 
and four 1,100 horsepower class 
compressors. These facilities, it is 
asserted, have an aggregate pumping 
capability of 230,000 Mcf of natural gas 
while actual requirements have fallen to 
a daily design level of approximately 
130,000 Mcf. Accordingly, Applicant 
proposes to remove one of the 1,100 
horsepower class units from Laverne 
and relocate the unit at Joliet, Illinois. It 
is stated that the relocated unit would 
be installed beside the existing 4,000 
horsepower class compressor and would 
provide the necessary operational 
flexibility of pumping approximately 
25,000 Mcf of gas per day. 

The cost of relocating the 1,100 
horsepower class unit is estimated at 
$484,080 to be financed from funds on 
hand. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before March 5, 
1982, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20426, a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission's rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
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1.10) and the regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All 
protests filed with the Commission will 
be considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 
Energy’ Regulatory Commission by 
Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act 
and the Commisson’s rules of practice 
and procedure, a hearing will be held 
without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the 
certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition © 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is 
required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4244 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-m 


[Docket No. CP82-153-000] 


Mountain Fuel Supply Co.; Application 


February 16, 1982. 

Take notice that on January 13, 1982, 
Mountain Fuel Supply Company 
(Applicant), 180 East First South Street, 
Salt Lake City, Utah, 84139, filed in 
Docket No. CP82—153-000 an application 
pursuant to Section 7{c) of the Natural 
Gas Act for a certificate of public 
convenience ane necessity authorizing 
the transportation of natural gas for 
Northwest Pipeline Corporation 
(Northwest), all as more fully set forth in 
the application which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

It is asserted that under gas purchase 
or transportation agreements Northwest 
owns or otherwise controls certain 
natural gas reserves in the Uintah Basin 
Area or Uintah, Duchesne and Carbon 
Counties, Utah. Applicant further states 
that these natural gas reserves are more 
from Northwest's existing pipeline 
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system but proximate to the 
transmission facilties of Applicant in the 
Uintah Basin Area. 

Therefore, it is stated that Applicant ~ 
and Northwest entered into a 
transportation agreement dated 
December 15, 1980, as amended May 26 
and July 2, 1981. Applicant explains that 
this agreement provides for receipt by 
Applicant of Northwest's natural gas at 
various delivery points in the Uintah 
Basin Area and for redelivery to 
Northwest at an existing redelivery 
point located in Sweetwater County, 
Wyoming. 

Applicant proposed to: (1) Transport 
and exchange not more than 35,000 Mcf 
per day of natural gas that Northwest 
may control in the Uintah Basin Area; 
(2) receive such natural gas from 
Northwest at the Northwest delivery 
points in Unitah and Duchesne Counties, 
Utah; and (3) exchange such natural as 
with Northwest at the Northwest 
Crossover. 

Applicant states it would collect an 
initial cost-of-service-based F 
oe charge of 17.44 cents per 
Mcf. 

Applicant would perform the 
proposed transportation service using 
existing facilities. 

Applicant proposes to file tariff 
revisions each year listing any delivery 
points added or deleted during the prior 
calendar year under the agreement with 
Northwest. 

Any person desiring to be heard to to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before March 5, 
1982, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20426, a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission’s rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10) and the regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All 
protests filed with the Commission will 
be considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission by 
Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act 
and the Commission's rules of practice 
and procedure, a hearing will be held 
without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if not petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 


the Commission on its review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the 
certificate is required by the public 
conveniences and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is 
required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4245 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket No. CP82-180-000] 


Northern Border Pipeline Co.; 
Application 


February 16, 1982. 

Take notice that on January 26, 1982, 
Northern Border Pipeline Company 
(Applicant), 224 South 108th Avenue, 
Omaha, Nebraska 68154, filed in Docket 
No. CP82-180-000 an application 
pursuant to Section 7(c) of the Natural 
Gas Act for a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity authorizing 
the construction and operation of the 
facilities necessary to establish an 
additional point of delivery to Northern 
Natural Gas Company, Division of 
InterNorth, Inc. (Northern) in Lyon 
County, Minnesota, all as more fully set 
forth in the application which is on file 
with the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Applicant proposes to construct and 
operate a tee, side valve and 


" measurement station to provide an 


additional delivery point to Northern. 
The cost of such facilities is estimated to 
be $648,400 which cost would be 
reimbursed by Northern. 

It is stated that the proposed new 
delivery point would allow Northern to 
provide more reliable service to its 
customers, maximize utilization of 
existing facilities and reduce operations 
and maintenance costs as well as fuel. 
Applicant asserts that the volumes of 
gas delivered at the proposed point 
would be transported and delivered to 
Northern pursuant to Applicant's Rate 
Schedule X-1 of Applicant’s FERC Gas 
Tariff, Original Volume No. 2. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before March 5, 
1982, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20426, a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission's rules 


of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10) and the regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All 
protests filed with the Commission will 
be considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission by 
Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act 
and the Commission’s rules of practice 
and procedure, a hearing will be held 
without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Conffnission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the 
certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is 
required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4246 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket No. CP82-145-000] 


Northern Natural Gas Co., Division of 
interNorth, Inc.; Application 
February 16, 1982. 

Take notice that on January 7, 1982, 
Northern Natural Gas Company, 
Division of InterNorth, Inc. (Applicant), 
2223 Dodge Street, Omaha, Nebraska 
68102, filed in Docket No. CP82-145-000 
an application pursuant to Section 7(c) 
of the Natural Gas Act for a certificate 
of public convenience and necessity 
authorizing the continued sales of 
natural gas with realignments and 
deferrals in deliveries, all as more fully 
set forth in the application which is on 
file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

In accordance with Section 17 of 
Applicant’s FERC Gas Tariff, Third 
Revised Volume No. 1, Applicant 
proposes to realign 16,982 Mcf of 
seasonal service volumes at the request 
of tén of its utility customers to meet 





more effectively their heating 
requirements for the 1982-1983 heating 
season and thereafter. It is stated that 
these ten utility customers are Cedar 
Falls Municipal Gas Utility, lowa Public 
Service Company, Iowa Southern 
Utilities Company, Minnesota Gas 
Company, Metropolitan Utilities District 
of Omaha, Sac City, Iowa, St. Croix 
Valley Natural Gas Company, West 
Bend Municipal Gas, Wisconsin Gas 
Company, and Wisconsin Power and 
Light Company. 

Applicant also proposes to defer for 
one year 4,314 Mcf of seasonal service 
at the request of three of its utility 
customers. Applicant explains that such 
deferral is required due to timing 
constraints in constructing the 
necessary facilities to accommodate the 
total increased firm entitlement 
authorized to Michigan Power Company, 
Peninsular Gas Company and Western 
Gas Utilities Company, by order issued 
September 25, 1981, in Docket Na. CP80- 
135. 

It is asserted that the proposed 
adjustment and realignment of volumes 
would have no effect on the presently 
authorized level of seasonal service 
under Applicant’s seasonal service rate 
schedule. Furthermore, Applicant avers 
that the proposed realignment and 
deferral of volumes in the instant 
application would help achieve 
maximum utilization of presently 
authorized service in meeting the 
requirements of Applicant's 
aforementioned utility customers. 
Applicant explains that for those 
utilities seeking additional firm 
entitlements the increased volumes 
would be used to serve additional high 
priority customers and reduce their 
dependence on expensive shaving gas 
during periods of peak demand. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before March 5, 
1982, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20426, a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission's rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10) and the regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All 
protests filed with the Commission will 
be considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceedirig or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 


jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission by 
Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act 
and the Commission's rules of practice 
and procedure, a hearing will be held 
without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the 
certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is 
required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4247 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket No. CP82-169-000] 


Northern Natural Gas Co., Division of 
interNorth, inc.; Application 
February 16, 1982. 

Take notice that on January 20, 1982, 
Northern Natural Gas Company, 
Division of InterNorth, Inc. (Applicant), 
2223 Dodge Street, Omaha, Nebraska 
68102, filed in Docket No. CP82-169--000 
an application pursuant to Section 7(b) 
of the Natural Gas Act for permission 
and approval to abandon the 
transportation of natural gas for North 
Central Public Service Company (North 
Central), all as more fully set forth in the 
application which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Applicant states that it was 
authorized to deliver during the summer 
season, March 27 through November 26, 
up to 1,000 Mcf of summer maximum 
daily volume to lowa Power and Light 
Company (Iowa Power) at Des Moines, 
Iowa, which Iowa Power liquefied and 
stored for North Central. It is asserted 
that during the winter season, November 
27 through March 26, Applicant 
transported by displacement volumes of 
vaporized liquefied natural gas (LNG) to 
North Central's Perry, lowa, and Algona, 
Iowa, delivery points. 

It is explained that Applicant has 
increased its peak day obligation to 
North Central and that with this 
increased seasonal service availability 
North Central no longer needs the LNG 
it was providing to its customers. North 
Central, it-is stated, therefore, 
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terminated its LNG storage agreement 
with Iowa Power and its transportation 
agreement with Applicant in letters 
dated December 7, 1981. 

Hence, Applicant requests approval to 
abandon the transportation of natural 
gas to North Central as described above. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before March 5, 
1982, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20426, a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission's rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10) and the regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All 
protests filed with the Commission will 
be considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
by Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas 
Act and the Commission's rules of 
practice and procedure, a hearing will 
be held without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that permission and 
approval for the proposed abandonment 
are required by the public convenience 
and necessity. If a petition for leave to 
intervene is timely filed, or if the 
Commission on its own motion believes 
that a formal hearing is required, further 
notice of such hearing will be duly 
given. 7 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4248 Filed 2-26-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket No. CP82-140-000) 


Northwest Pipeline Corp.; Application 
February 16, 1982. 

Take notice that on December 30, 
1981, Northwest Pipeline Corporation 
(Applicant), 315 East 200 South, Salt 
Lake City, Utah 84111, filed in Docket 
No. CP82--140-000 an application 
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pursuant to Section 7 of the Natural Gas 
Act for a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity authorizing 
the sale and delivery of natural gas to 
Greeley Gas Company (Greeley), and 
for permission and approval to abandon 
a portion of the sales and deliveries of 
natural gas service presently provided 
to Peoples Natural Gas Company 
(Peoples), all as more fully set forth in 
the application which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Applicant states that it is presently 
authorized to sell and deliver a daily 
contract demand of 53,225 therms of 
ODL-1 firm service, 4,591 therms of 
SGS-1 firm service, and 25,000 therms of 
LS-1 firm service to Peoples. 

It is stated that pursuant to an 
exchange agreement between Peoples 
and Greeley dated April 21, 1981, the 
distribution properties for service to 
Cortez, Dolores, Florence, Gunnison, 
Mancos, Penrose, and Portland, 
Colorado, are to be transferred from 
Peoples to Greeley and the distribution 
properties for service to Worthington, 
Windom, Lakefield, and Mountain Lake, 
Minnesota, are to be transferred from 
Greeley to Peoples. 

Applicant proposes, pursuant to the 
exchange agreeement between Peoples 
and Greeley, to provide natural gas 
service to both parties as follows: 


Applicant notes that the volumes of 
natural gas to be sold to Greeley would 
be taken from volumes of natural gas 
which it has heretofore been authorized 
to sell and deliver to Peoples and that 
no increase in the daily contract 
demand of natural gas which it is 
authorized to sell and deliver is 
proposed. 

Applicant states that the grant of the 
authorization sought herein would 
enable it to provide natural gas service 
to Greeley thus insuring the continuation 
of natural gas service to the 
communities in question. 

Any person deisiring to be heard or to 
make anny protest with reference to 
said application should on or before 
March 5, 1982, file with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20426, a petition to 
intervene or a protest in accordance ~ 
with the requirements of the 


Commission's rules of practice and 
procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and the 
regulations under the Natural Gas Act 
(18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed with 
the Commission will be considered by it 
in determining the appropriate action to 
be taken but will not serve to make the 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
to a proceeding or to participate as a 
party in any hearing therein must file a 
petition to intervene in accordance with 
the Commission's rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
by Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas 
Act and the Commission's rules of 
practice and procedure, a hearing will 
be held without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the 
certificate and permission and approval 
for the proposed abandonment are 
required by the public convenience and 
necessity. If a petition for leave to 
intervene is timely filed, or if the 
Commission on its own motion believes 
that a formal hearing is required, further 
notice of such hearing will be duly 
given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4249 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Project No. 5455-000] 
Phi Sig Associates; Application for 
Preliminary Permit * 


February 16, 1982 

Take notice that Phi Sig Associates 
(Applicant) filed on October 6, 1981, an 
application for preliminary permit 
(pursuant to the Federal Power Act, 16 
U.S.C. 791{a)-825(r) for Project No. 5455 
to be known as the Grade Creek 
Hydropower Project located on Grade 
Creek in Skagit County, Washington. 
The application is on file with the 
Commission and is available for public 
inspection. dence with the 
Applicant should be directed to: Ms. 
Marilyn Tabor Shaw, Suite 1100, 1333 
New Hampshire Avenue, NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20036. 


! This Notice Supersedes the Notice issued on 
December 3, 1981. 


Project Description. The proposed 
project would consist of: (1) A 40-foot 
long, 4-foot high diversion structure; (2) 
a 5,000-foot long, 32-inch diameter 
penstock; (3) a powerhouse with a total 
rated capacity of 1,800 kW; and (4) a 6- 
mile long transmission line from the 
powerhouse to an existing 230-kV 
transmission line. The Applicant 
estimates that the average annual 
energy production would be 10.25 
million kWh. 

Proposed Scope of Studies under 
Permit. A preliminary permit, if issued, 
does not authorize construction. The 
Applicant seeks issuance of a 
preliminary permit for a period of 24 
months during which it would conduct 
technical, environmental and economic 
studies, and also prepare an FERC 
license application. No new roads would 
be needed for conducting these studies. 
The Applicant estimates that the cost of 
undertaking these studies would be 
$100,000. 

Competing Applications. Anyone 
desiring to file a competing application 
for preliminary permit must submit to 
the Commission, on or before April 26, 
1982, the competing application itself, or 
a notice of intent to file such an 


. application (see: 18 CFR 4.30 et seq. 


(1981); and Docket No. RM81-15, issued 
October 29, 1981, 46 FR 55245, November 
9, 1981). 

The Commission will accept 
applications for license or exemption 
from licensing, or a notice of intent to 
submit such an application in response 
to this notice. A notice of intent to file 
an application for license or exemption 
must be submitted to the Commission on 
or before April 26, 1982, and should 
specify the type of application 
forthcoming. Any application for license 
or exemption from licensing must be 
filed in accordance with the 
Commission's regulations (see: 18 CFR 
4.30 et seq. or 4.101 et seq. (1981), as 
appropriate). 

Submission of a timely notice of intent 
to file an application for 
permit, allows an interested person to 
file an acceptable competing application 
for preliminary permit no later than June 
24, 1982. 

Agency Comments. Federal, State, 
and local agencies are invited to submit 
comments on the described application. 
(A copy of the application may be 
obtained by agencies directly from the 
Applicant.) If an agency does not file 
comments within the time set below, it 
will be presumed to have no comments. 

Comments, Protests, or Petitions to 
Intervene. Anyone may submit 
comments, a protest, or a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 





requirements of the rules of practice and 
procedure, 18 CFR 1.8’or 1.10 (1980). In 
determining the appropriate action to 
take, the Commission will consider all 
protests or other comments filed, but 
only those who file a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's rules may become a party 
to the proceeding. Any comments, 
protests, or petitions to intervene must 
be received on or before April 26, 1982. 
Filing and Service of Responsive 
Documents. Any filings must bear in all 
capital letters the title “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE 
COMPETING APPLICATION”, 
“COMPETING APPLICATION”, 
“PROTEST”, or “PETITION TO 
INTERVENE”, as applicable, and the 
Project Number of this notice. Any of 
the above named documents must be 
filed by providing the original and those 
copies required by the Commission’s 
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street, 
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An 
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E. 
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch, 
Division of Hydropower Licensing, 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Room 208 RB at the above address. A 
copy of any notice of intent, competing 
application, or petition to intervene must 
also be served upon each representative 
of the Applicant specified in the first 
paragraph of this notice. 
Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 82-4250 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Project No. 5731-000] 


Rocky Mountain Embryos; Application 
for Exemption for Small Hydroelectric 
Power Project Under 5 MW Capacity 
February 16, 1982. 

Take notice that on December 8, 1981, 
Rocky Mountain Embryos (Applicant) 
filed an application under Section 408 of 
the Energy Security Act of 1980 (Act) (16 
U.S.C. 2705 and 2708 as amended, for 
exemption of a proposed hydroelectric 
‘project from licensing under Part I of the 
Federal Power Act. The proposed small 
hydroelectric project (Project No. 5731) 
would be located on Coulee Creek in 
Twin Falls County, near Buhl, Idaho. 
Correspondence with the Applicant 
should be directed to: Consulting 
Associates, Inc., Vernon Ravanscroft, 
President, P.O. Box 893, Boise, Idaho 
83701. 

Project Description. The proposed 
would consist of: (1) Three-foot high 
headgates to divert water into an 


existing channel; (2) a 350-foot long, 24- 
inch diameter penstock; (3) an outdoor- 
type, turbine-generating unit with a 
rated capacity of 175 kW. 

Purpose of Exemption. An exemption, 
if issued, gives the Exemptee priority of 
control, development, and operation of 
the project under the terms of the 
exemption from licensing, and protects 
the Exemptee from permit or license 
applicants that would seek to take or 
develop the project. 

Agency Comments. The U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, The National Marine 
Fisheries Service, and the Idaho 
Department of Fish and Game are 
requested, for the purposes set forth in 
Section 408 of the Act, to submit within 
60 days from the date of issuance of this 
notice appropriate terms and conditions 
to protect any fish and wildlife 
resources or to otherwise carry out the 
provisions of the Fish and Wildlife 
Coordination Act. General comments 
concerning the project and its resources 
are requested; however, specific terms 
and conditions to be included as a 
condition of exemption must be clearly 
identified in the agency letter. If an 
agency does not file terms and 
conditions within this time period, that 
agency will be presumed to have none. 
Other Federal, State, and local agencies 
are requested to provide any comments 
they may have in accordance with their 
duties and responsibilities. No other 
formal requests for comments will be 
made. Comments should be confined to 
substantive issues relevant to the 
granting of an exemption. If an agency 
does not file comments within 60 days 
from the date of issuance of this notice, 
it will be presumed to have no 
comments. One copy of an agency’s 
comments must also be sent to the 
Applicant's representatives. 

Competing Applications. Any 
qualified license applicant desiring to 
file a competing application must submit 
to the Commission, on or before April 5, 
1982, either the competing license 
application that proposes to develop at 
least 7.5 megawatts in that project, or 
notice of intent to file such a license 
application. Submission of a timely 
notice of intent allows an interested 
person to file the competing license 
application no later than 120 days from 
the date that comments, protests, etc. 
are due. Applications for preliminary 
permit will not be accepted. 

A notice of intent must conform with 
the requirements of 18 CFR 4.33 (b) and 
(c) (1980). A competing license 
application must conform with the 
requirements of 18 CFR 4.33 (a) and (d) 
(1980). 

Commenis, Protests, or Petitions To 
Intervene. Any one may submit 


Federal ‘Register / Vol. 47, No. 32 / Wednesday, February 17, 1982 / Notices 


comments, a protest, or a petition t6 
intervene in accordance with the 
requirements of the rules of practice and 
procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980). In 
determining the appropriate action to 
take, the Commission will consider all 
protests or other comments filed, but 
only those who file a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules may become a 
party to the proceeding. Any comments, 
protests, or petitions to intervene must 
be received on or before April 5, 1982. 
Filing and Service of Responsive 
Documents. Any filings must bear in all 
capital letters the title “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE 
COMPETING APPLICATION”, 
“COMPETING APPLICATION”, 
“PROTEST”, or “PETITION TO 
INTERVENE”, as applicable, and the 
Project Number of this notice. Any of 
the above named documents must be 
filed by providing the original and those 
copies required by the Commission’s 
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street, 
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An 
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E 
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch, 
Division of Hydropower Licensing, 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Room 208 RB at the above address. A 
copy of any notice of intent, competing 
application, or petition to intervene must 
also be served upon each representative 
of the Applicant specified in the first 
paragraph of this notice. 
Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 82-4251 Filed 2-16-62; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M . 


[Docket No. CP82-167-000) 


United Gas Pipe Line Co.; Application 


February 16, 1982. 

Take notice that on Januaray 20, 1982, 
United Gas Pipe Line Gompany 
(Applicant), P.O. Box 1478, Houston, 
Texas 77001, filed in Docket No. CP82- 
167-000 an application pursuant to 
Section 7(b) of the Natural Gas Act and 
§ 157.7(e) of the regulations thereunder ~ 
(18 CFR 157.7(e)) for permission and 
approval to abandon, during the 12- 
month period commencing with the date 
of the order, direct sales service and 
facilities no longer required for 
deliveries of natural gas to Applicant's 
customers, all as more fully set forth in 
the application which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

The stated purpose of this budget-type 
application is to augment Applicant's 
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ability to act with reasonable dispatch 
in abandoning service and removing 
direct sales measuring, regulating and 
related facilities. Applicant states that it 
would abandon service and facilities 
only when deliveries to any one direct 
sales customer would not have 
exceeded 100,000 Mcf of natural gas 
during the last year of service. 


The application further states that 
Applicant would not abandon any 
service unless it would have received a 
written request or written permission 
from the cuntomer to terminate service. 
In the event such request or permission 
could not be obtained, a statement 
certifying that the customer has no 
further need for service would be filed 
with the Commission. 


Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before March 5, 
1982, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20426, a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission's rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10) and the regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All 
protests filed with the Commission will 
be considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's rules. 


Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
by Sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas 
Act and the Commission's rules of 
practice and procedure, a hearing will 
be held without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that permission and 
approval for the proposed abandonment 
are required by the public convenience 
and necessity. If a petition for leave to 
intervene is timely filed, or if the 
Commission on its own motion believes 
that a formal hearing is required, further 
notice of such hearing will be duly 
given. 


Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will-be 


unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F, Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4252 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Project No. 5885-000) 


Western Power, Inc.; Application for 
Preliminary Permit 


February 16, 1982. 

Take notice that Western Power, Inc. 
(Applicant) filed on January 15, 1982 an 
application for preliminary permit 
(pursuant to the Federal Power Act, 16 
U.S.C. 791(a)-825(r)) for Project No. 5885 
to be known as the Chowdere Ridge 
Project located on Glacier Creek, near 
Glacier in Whatcom County, 
Washington. The project would affect 
U.S. lands within Mount Baker National 
Forest. The application is on file with 
the Commission and is available for 
public inspection. ence with 
the Applicant should be directed to: 
Thomas McMaster, Western Power, Inc., 
104 Unity Street, Bellingham, 
Washington 98225. 

Project Description—The proposed 
project would consist of: (1) A 5-foot 
high concrete diversion dam; (2) a 6,500- 
foot long, 54-inch diameter penstock; (3) 
a powerhouse with a total installed 
capacity of 4,800 kW; and (4) a 2.5-mile 
long transmission line. The average 
annual energy generation is estimated to 
be 19.97 million kWh. 

Proposed Scope of Studies Under 
Permit—A preliminary permit, if issued, 
does not authorize construction. 
Applicant seeks issuance of a 
preliminary permit for a period of 24 
months, during which time it would 
conduct engineering, economic, 
environmental, and feasibility studies, 
and prepare an FERC license 
application. No new roads would be 
required to conduct the studies. 
Applicant proposes to perform test 
borings at the site and all disturbed land 
will be restored. The cost of the work 
would be $225.000. 

Competing Applications—Anyone 
desiring to file a competing application 
for preliminary permit must submit to 
the Commission, on or before April 26, 
1982, the competing application itself, or 
a notice of intent to file such an 
application (see: 18 CFR 4.30 et seq. 
(1981); and Docket No. RM81-15, issued 
The Commission will accept 
applications for license or exemption 
from licensing, or a notice of intent to 
submit such an application in response 


to this notice. A notice of intent to file 
an application for license or exemption 
must be submitted to the Commission on 
or before April 26, 1982, and should 
specify the type of application 
forthcoming. Any application for license 
or exemption from licensing must be 
filed in accordance with the 
Commission’s regulations [see 18 CFR 
4.30 et. seq. or § 4.101 et seq. (1981), as 
appropriate]. 

Submission of a timely notice of intent 
to file an application for preliminary 
permit, allows an interested person to 
file an acceptable competing application 
for preliminary permit no later than June 
24, 1982. 

Agency Comments—Federal, State, 
and local agencies are invited to submit 
comments on the described application. 
(A copy of the application may be 
obtained by agencies directly from the 
Applicant.) If an agency does not file 
comments within the time set below, it 
will be presumed to have no comments. 

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To 
Intervene—Anyone may submit 
comments, a protest, or a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
requirements of the Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or § 1.10 
(1980). In determining the appropriate 
action to take, the Commission will 
consider all protests or other comments 
filed, but only those who file‘a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s Rules may become a 
party to the proceeding. Any comments, 
protests, or petitions to intervene must 
be received on or before April 26, 1982. 

Filing and Service of Responsive 
Documents—Any filings must bear in all 
capital letters the title “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE 
COMPETING APPLICATION”, 
“COMPETING APPLICATION”, 
“PROTEST”, or “PETITION TO 
INTEREVENE”, as applicable, and the 
Project Number of this notice. Any of 
the above named documents must be 
filed by providing the original and those 
copies required by the Commission’s 
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street, 
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An 
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E. 
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch, 
Division of Hydropower Licensing, 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission, 
Room 208 RB at the above address. A 
copy of any notice of intent, competing 
application, or petition to intervene must 
also be served upon each representative 





of the Applicant specified in the first 
paragraph of this notice. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

{FR Doc. 82-4253 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 amj 

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket No. CP82-119-000] 


Algonquin Gas Transmission Co.; 
Application 
February 16, 1982. 

Take notice that on December 16, 
1981, Algonquin Gas Transmission 
Company (Applicant), 1284 Soldiers 
Field Road, Boston, Massachusetts 
02135, filed in Docket No. CP82-119-000 
an application pursuant to Section 7(c) 
of the Natural Gas Act for a certificate 
of public convenience and necessity 
authorizing Canadian gas sales and 
transportation services and the 
construction and operation of certain 
pipeline and appurtenant facilities 
required to render said services, all as 
more fully set forth in the application 
which is on file with the Commission to 
public inspection. 

Applicant proposes to render from its 
pipeline system an incremental 
Canadian gas sales service, pursuant to 
proposed Rate Schedule C-1, involving 
the sale for resale of 101,961 million Btu 
equivalent of gas daily and 37,215,765 
million Btu equivalent of gas annually. 
Applicant would purchase such gas from 
Pan-Alberta Gas Ltd. (Pan-Alberta) at a 
point on the international border near 
St. Stephen, New Brunswick, Canada, 
and Calais, Maine. Applicant states that 
it would import such gas from Canada 
and cause it to be transported through 
facilities proposed in Docket No. CP82- 
12-000 to be constructed by New 
England States Pipeline Company 
(NESP) from Calais, Maine, to a point of 
interconnection with the existing 
pipeline system of Applicant near 
Burrillville, Rhode Island. 

Applicant further proposes to render a 
Canadian gas transportation service, 
pursuant to proposed Rate Schedule T- 
C, involving the transportation of 
Canadian natural gas through 
Applicant's pipeline system from 
Burrillville, Rhode Island, to points of 
interconnection established and to be 
established with the pipeline systems of 
Texas Eastern Gas Pipeline Company, a 
Division of Texas Eastern Transmission 
Corporation (Texas Eastern) and 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line 
Corporation (Transco). It is stated that 
the gas to be transported by Applicant 
would be purchased by Texas Eastern 


and Transco from Pan-Alberta and 
imported into the United States by 
Texas Eastern and Transco and will 
then be transported by NESP to 
Burrillville for further transportation by 
Applicant. 

Applicant proposes to construct and 
operate pipeline loop, a compressor 
station, and measurement facilities 
necessary for rendering the proposed 
services. The proposed facilities would 
consist essentially of expansion of 
existing meter stations, construction of 
additional meter stations, and piping 
modification at existing compressor 
stations near Stoney Point, New York, 
and Burrillville, Rhode Island, and a 
pipeline loop on Applicant's “M” 
System. The estimated cost of the 
proposed facilities is $3,933,449. Such 
cost would be financed from cash on 
hand, retained earnings and if necessary 
bank loans or other suitable financing 
arrangements. 

Applicant proposes to render an 
incremental Canadian gas sales service 
pursuant to its proposed Rate Schedule 
C-1 which provides for the following 
rate components: 

(a) A charge to reimburse Applicant 
for the cost of Canadian gas purchased 
at the international border; 

(b) A charge to reimburse Applicant 
for the transportation charge paid by 
Applicant to NESP for the transportation 
of the gas from the international border 
to its gas pipeline system at Burrillville 
and paid by Applicant to NESP for the 
transportation of the gas from the 
international border to its gas pipeline 
system at Burrillville; and 

(c) A handling charge for the 
transportation of the gas through 
Applicant's pipeline system to the 
delivery points where the distributor 
customers would receive gas purchased 
under Rate Schedule C-1. 

It is requested that the Commission 
grant Applicant special permission to 
permit the tracking provisions proposed 
for the cost of the purchased gas and for 
the rate adjustments provided with 
respect to the transportation charges 
paid by Applicant to NESP. 

Applicant proposes to transport and 
redeliver Canadian gas received from 
NESP to points of interconnection 
established or to be established with the 
pipeline systems of Texas Eastern and 
Transco. It is‘stated that Texas Eastern 
and Transco would purchase 101,961 
million Btu equivalent of gas per day 
which would be transported and 
delivered by NESP to Applicant's receipt 
point at Burrillville, Rhode Island, 
adjusted for fuel and unaccounted-for 
gas. 
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Transportation service for Texas 
Eastern and for Transco from Burrillville 
to the established or to be established 
pipeline interconnection points would 
be rendered pursuant to Applicant's 
proposed Rate Schedule T-C. The 
proposed service would be firm and the 
rate would consist of a monthly capacity 
charge for the firm service which 
contemplates reimbursement in kind of 
any fuel and unaccounted-for gas 
required by Applicant to render the 
transportation service. 


Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before March 5, 
1982, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20426, a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission’s rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10) and the regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All 
protests filed with the Commission will 
be considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s rules. 


Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission by 
sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act 
and the Commission’s rules of practice 
and procedure, a hearing will be held 
without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the 
certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is 
required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 


Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4255 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 
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[Docket No. ER82-287-000] 


Central Hudson Gas and Electric 
Corp.; Filing 


February 11, 1982. 


The filing Company submits the 
following: 


Take notice that Central Hudson Gas 
and Electric Corporation (Central 
Hudson), on February 4, 1982, tendered 
for filing as a supplement to its Rate 
Schedule F.P.C. No. 22 a letter of 
agreement and notification dated 
January 21, 1982 between Central 
Hudson and New York State Electric 
and Gas Corporation. Central Hudson 
states that this letter provides for an 
increase in the monthly facilities charge 
from $6,573.75 to $7,482.00 in accordance 
with Article IV.1. of its rate Schedule 
F.P.C. No. 22, an increase in the monthly 
transmission charge from $3,680.07 to 
$4,227.61 in accordance with Articles V. 
and VI. of its Rate Schedule F.P.C. No. 
22 and an increase in the annual 
operation and maintenance charge from 
$2,334.97 to $2,568.47 in accordance with 
Article IV.2 of its Rate Schedule F.P.C. 
No. 22. 


Central Hudson requests an effective 
date of January 1, 1982, and therefore 
requests waiver of the Commission's 
notice requirements. 


Copies of this filing were served on 
the New York State Electric and Gas 
Corporation. 


Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street, N.E., Washington, 
D.C. 20426, in accordance with §§ 1.8 
and 1.10 of the Commission's rules of 
practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 
1.10). All such petitions or protests 
should be filed on or before March 2, 
1982. Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a petition to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 


Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. 


[FR Doc. 82-4264 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Project No. 2814-001] 

City of Paterson, New Jersey and 
Paterson Municipal Utilities Authority; 
Application for Transfer of License 
February 16, 1982., 

Public notice is hereby given that an 
application was filed on January 25, 
1982, under the Federal Power Act, 16 ~ 
U.S.C. 791{a)-825(r), by the City of 
Paterson, New Jersey (Licensee) and the 
Paterson Municipal Utilities Authority 
(Transferee) for transfer of the license 
for the Great Falls Project No. 2814. The 
project is located on the Passaic River in 
the City of Paterson, Passaic County, 
New Jersey. Correspondence should be 
directed to: John Topalian, Dept. of 
Community Development, 100 Hamilton 
Plaza, Paterson, New Jersey 07505. 

The Great Falls Project would consist 
of an existing dam, penstocks and a 
powerhouse containing new turbine- 
generator units with a total rated 
capacity of 7.5 MW. No new facilities 
have been constructed as yet. 

Transferee has proposed to construct 
and operate the project, when 
constructed, in accordance with the 
license. 

Transferee is a public body organized 
under the laws of the State of New 
Jersey and authorized to finance and 
operate hydroelectric projects in the 
City of Paterson. 

Anyone desiring to be heard or to 
make any protests about this application 
should file a petition to intervene or a 
protests with the Commission in 
accordance with the requirements of its 
Rules of Practice and Procedure, 18 CFR 
1.8 or 1.10 (1980). Comments not in the 
nature of a protest may also be 
submitted by conforming to the 
procedures specified in § 1.10 for 
protests. In determining the appropriate 
action to take, the Commission will 
consider all protests or other comments 
filed, but a person who merely files a 
protest or comments does not become a 
party to the proceeding. To become a 
party, or to participate in any hearing, a 
person must file a petition to intervene 
in accordance with the Commission's 
Rules. Any comments, protest, or 
petition to intervene must be received 
on or before April 5, 1982. The 
Commission’s address is: 825 North 
Capitol Street, N.E., Washington, D.C. 
20426. The application is on file with the 
Commission and is available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc, 82-4256 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket No. CP82-168-000] 


Columbia Gulf Transmission Co.; 
Application 


February 16, 1982. 

Take notice that on January 20, 1982, 
Columbia Gulf Transmission Company 
(Applicant), P.O. Box 683, Houston, 
Texas 77001, filed in Docket No. CP82- 
168-000 an application pursuant to 
section 7(c) of the Natural Gas Act for-a 
certificate of public convenience and 
necessity authorizing the transportation 
of natural gas for the account of 
Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line 
Corporation (Transco), all as more fully 
set forth in the application which is on 
file with the Commission and open to 
public inspection. 

Applicant proposes pursuant to a gas 
transportation agreement dated October 
9, 1981, to transport up to 30,000 Mcf of 
natural gas per day on a best-efforts 
basis for Transco. It is stated that 
Transco is purchasing natural gas 
produced from Eugene Island Block 243, 
offshore Louisiana, from Cities Service 
Company and gas produced from 
Eugene Island Blocks 242 and 243, 
offshore Louisiana, from ARCO Oil and 
Gas Company. Transco, it is asserted, 
would transport this gas from Eugene 
Island Block 243 “A” platform, offshore 
Louisiana, to an underwater sidetap in 
Eugene Island Block 224 on the 30-inch 
pipeline known as the Blue Water 
Header. Applicant asserts that it would 
transport such gas through its available 
capacity in the Blue Water Project with 
redelivery to Transco at either the 
existing interconnection of Applicant's 
and Transco’s pipelines in Terrebonne 
Parish, Louisiana, or the existing 
interconnection of Applicant's and 
Transco’s pipelines in Evangeline 
Parish, Louisiana. Deliveries during any 
one month would be to only one 
delivery point. 

It is stated that Transco would pay 
Applicant-a rate of 6.42 cents per Mcf of 
gas received for transportation to the 
Terrebonne delivery point and a rate of 
16.03 cents per Mcf of gas received for 
transportation to the Evangeline 
delivery point. Such rates would be 
adjusted for gas retained for 
unaccounted-for volumes and fuel 
losses. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before March 5, 
1982, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20426, a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 





requirements of the Commission's rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10) and the regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All 
protests filed with the Commission will 
be considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission by 
sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act 
and the Commission’s rules of practice 
and procedure, a hearing will be held 
without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the 
certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is 
required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4276 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket No. ER82-2862-000] 


Columbus & Southern Ohio Electric 
Co.; Filing 
February 11, 1982. 

The filing Company submits the 
following: 

Take notice that Columbus and 
Southern Ohio Electric Company 
(Company) on February 4, 1982, 
tendered for filing proposed changes in 
its FERC Electric Tariff Third Revised 
Volume No. 1, Original Sheet Nos. 1-4. 
The proposed changes would increase 
revenues from jurisdictional sales and 
service by $3,868,181.20 based on the 
twelve-month period ending December 
31, 1982. The proposed changes 
sey involve increased demand and 

energy charges. The Company has 
added a delayed payment charge. The 
form of the fuel adjustment clause” 


contained in the proposed rate schedule 
has not been changed or altered from 
that which was in effect prior to the 
filing and conforms with present 
Commission regulations concerning the 
form of such clauses. 

The Company states that the 
additional revenue is needed to help 
offset increases in the cost providing 
electric service as well as increases in 
the cost of facilities and capital required 
to provide such services. 

The Company requests waiver of the 
Commission’s notice requirement to 
allow for an effective date of March 1, 
1982. 

A copy of the filing has been served 
upon the Cities of Columbus, Jackson, 
Westerville, Village of Glouster, the 
Company's jurisdictional customers, and 
upon the Public Utilities Commission of 
Ohio. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street, N.E., Washington, 
D.C. 20426, in accordance §§ 1.8 and 1.10 
of the Commission's rules of practice 
and procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 1.10). All 
such petitions or protests should be filed 
on or before March 2, 1982. Protests will 
be considered by the Commission in 
determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must file a petition to intervene. Copies 
of this filing are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

{FR Doc. 82-4258 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket No. ER82-283-000] 


Commonwealth Edison Co.; Proposed 
Tariff Change 
February 11, 1982. 

The filing Company submits the 
following: 

Take notice that on February 4, 1982, 
Commonwealth Edison Company (CE) 
tendered for filing proposed changes in 
its FERC Electric Tariff. The proposed 
changes revise the Electric Service 
Contract between CE and the City of 
Batavia, Illinois, to provide for a third 
point of electric supply to the City by 
CE. 


CE requests an effective date of 
October 30, 1981, and therefore requests 
waiver of the Commission's notice 
requirements. 
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A copy of the filing has been served 
upon the city of Batavia, Illinois. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to-intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street NE., Washington, 
D.C. 20426, in accordance with §§ 1.8 
and 1.10 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 
1.10). All such petitions or protests 
should be received on or before March 
2, 1982. Protests will be considered by 
the Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a petition to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR’Doc. 62-4265 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket No. CP82-162-000] 


Consolidated Gas Supply Corp. and 
North Penn Gas Co.; Application 


February 16, 1982. 


Take notice that on January 18, 1982, 
Consolidated Gas Supply Corporation 
(Consolidated), 445 West Main Street, 
Clarksburg, West Virginia 26301, and 
North Penn Gas Company (North Penn), 
76-80 Mill Street, Port Allegany, 
Pennsylvania 16743, filed in Docket No. 
CP82-162-000 a joint application 
pursuant to Section 7 of the Natural Gas 
Act for a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity authorizing 
Consolidated’s acquisition and 
recompletion of one well for storage 
observation purposes in Tioga Storage 
Pool, Tioga County, Pennsylvania, and 
for permission and approval to abandon 
the same well by North Penn, all as 
more fully set forth in the application 
which is on file with the Commission 
and open to public inspection. 

It is stated that by order issued July 
29, 1974, in Docket No. CP74-268 
Applicants are authorized to operate 
jointly the Tioga Storage Pool facilities. 
Applicants now propose to transfer the 
ownership of Well No. TW-805 from 
North Penn to Consolidated. 
Consolidated also proposes to 
recomplete such well as an observation 
well in connection with the operation of 
the Tioga Storage Pool, and North Penn 
proposes to abandon such well. 

It is explained that Consolidated is 
principally responsible for the 
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operations in the East End Tioga Pool 
and North Penn operates in the West 
End Tioga Pool. Applicants submit that 
the subject well is located near the 
eastern boundary of the East End Tioga 
Pool and is therefore advantageously 
situated for use as an observation well 
by Consolidated. 

It is stated that the estimated cost of 
the recompletion of the well is $200,000 
which would be financed from funds to 
be obtained from Consolidated’s parent, 
Consolidated Natural Gas Company, or 
from funds on hand. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before March 5, 
1982, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20426, a petition to intervene or 
protest in accordance with requirements 
of the Commission’s rules of practice 
and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) and 
the Regulations under the Natural Gas 
Act (18 CFR 157.10). All protests filed 
with the Commission will be considered 
by it in determining the appropriate 
action to be taken but will not serve to 
make the protestants parties to the 
proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party to a proceeding or to 
participate as a party in any hearing 
therein must file a petition to intervene 
in accordance with the Commission’s 
Rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
by sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas 
Act and the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure, a hearing will 
be held without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the 
certificate and permission and appfoval 
for the proposed abandonment are 
required by the public convenience and 
necessity. If a petition for leave to 
intervene is timely filed, or if the 
Commission on its own motion believes 
that a formal hearing is required, further 
notice of such hearing will be duly 
given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
unnecessary for Applicants to appear or 
to be represented at the hearing. 
Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 82-4259 Filed 2-16-62; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket No. CP82-148-000] 
Gasdel Pipeline System Inc.; 
Application 


February 10, 1982. 

Take notice that on January 11, 1982,' 
Gasdel Pipeline System Incorporated 
(Applicant), P.O. Box 570, 80 Park Plaza, 
Newark, New Jersey 07101, filed in 
Docket No. CP82-148-000 an application 
pursuant to section 7(c) of the Natural 
Gas Act for a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity authorizing 
the acquisition of an interest in certain 
pipeline and related facilities and the 
transportation of natural gas for Public 
Service Electric and Gas Company 
(PSE&G), all as more fully set forth in 
the application which is on file with the 
Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Applicant proposes to acquire an 8.34 
percent interest in 0.82 mile of 12-inch 
pipeline and in 2.10 miles of 12-inch 
pipeline including appurtenant facilities 
which are owned by Transcontinental 
Gas Pipe Line Corporation (Transco) 
and connect production from platforms 
A and B in Vermilion Block 310 to 
Transco's 20-inch Southwest Louisiana 
lateral in Blocks 311 and 313, 
respectively, Vermilion Area, South 
Addition, offshore Louisiana. It is stated 
that the portion of Transco’s facilities 
sought to be acquired by Applicant is 
based on the equivalent percentage of 
ownership by energy Development 
Corporation (EDC), Applicant's parent 
company, in Vermilion Block 310. 
Applicant estimates the cost of this 
acquisition to be approximately $381,000 
which would be advanced by 
Applicant's parent, EDC, from short- 
term loans or funds on hand. It is 
anticipated that permanent long-term 
debt financing of approximately 75 
percent of the cost of the facilities would 
be undertaken as part of Applicant's 
overall financing programs at later 
dates. 

Applicant also proposes to acquire an 
8.34 percent interest in 2.6 miles of 8- 
inch pipeline including appurtenant 
facilities which are also owned by 
Transco and which connect production 
from two platforms in Block 34, West 
Delta Area, offshore Louisiana, to 
Tennessee Gas Pipeline Company, a 
Division of Tenneco Inc.'s 20-inch 
pipeline in Block 35. It is asserted that 
the portion of Transco’s facilities sought 
to be acquired by Applicant is based on 


‘The application was initially tendered for filing 
on January 11, 1982; however, the fee required by 
Section 159.1 of the Regulations under the Natural 
Gas Act (18 CFR 159.1) was not paid until January 
15, 1982; thus, filing was not completed until the 
latter date. 


the equivalent percentage of ownership 
of EDC in West Delta Block 34. 
Applicant estimates the cost of the 
proposed acquisition to be 
approximately $233,000 which would be 
financed initially by funds advanced by 
Applicant's parent, EDC, from short- 
term loans or funds on hand. It is 
anticipated that permanent long-term 
debt financing of approximately 75 
percent of the-cost of the facilities would 
be undertaken as part of Applicant's 
overall financing programs at later 
dates. 

Furthermore, Applicant proposes to 
transport natural gas for PSE&G from 
Vermilion Block 310, West Delta Block 
34, South Marsh Island Block 235, and 
East Cameron Block 336, all of which 
are owned by EDC. It is stated that 
PSE&G has a contractural right to 
purchase the gas attributed to EDC’s 
working interest in the above-mentioned 
blocks. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before March 5, 
1982, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20426, a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission’s rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10) and the regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All 
protests filed with the Commission will 
be considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission by 
sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act 
and the Commission's Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, a hearing will be held 
without further notice before the 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the 
certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is 
required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 





unnecessary for Applicant to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 


[FR Doc. 62-4261 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket No. QF82-38-000] 
Robert Hetzier; 
Commission 


February 11, 1982. 
On January 18, 1982, Robert Hetzler of 
Mandan, North Dakota filed with the 


Federal Energy Regulatory Commission . 


(Commission) an application for 
certification of a facility as a qualifying 
small power production facility pursuant 
to § 292.207 of the Commission’s rules. 

The facility is a Jay Carter 
Enterprises, Inc. 20 kilowatt wind 
electric system to be located in Morton 
County, North Dakota. No electric 
utility, electric utility holding company 
or any combination thereof has any 
ownership interest in the facility. 
Applicant states that this is the only unit 
installed at the site owned by Robert 
Hetzler. 

Any person desiring to be heard or | 
objecting to the granting of qualifying 
status should file a petition to intervene 
or protest with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, 825 North 
Capitol Street, N.E., Washington, D.C. 
20426, in accordance with §§ 1.8 and 
1.10 of the Commission's rules of 
practice and procedure. All such 
petitions or protests must be filed within 
30 days after the date of publication of 
this notice and must be served on the 
applicant. Protests will be considered by 
the Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a petition to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4266 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Project No. 5876-000] 


Federal Power Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)- 
825(r)] for Project No. 5876 to be known 
as the Young Creek Power Project 
located on Young Creek, within 
Kootenai National Forest in Lincoln 
County, Montana. The application is on 


. file with the Commission and is 


available for public inspection. 
Correspondence with the Applicant 
should be directed to: W. H. Edelman III, 
President, Route 1, Box 169, Ronan, 
Montana 59864. 

Project Description—The proposed 
project would consist of: (1) 2 rock 
diversion structures 3 feet high, one 
each at elevation 4000 feet on North 
Fork and South Fork of Young Creek; (2) 
16,000 feet of penstock, with an 
interconnection at elevation 3700 feet; 
(3) a powerhouse containing a turbine 
generator with 640 kW capacity and 
3,877 MWh annual energy production; 
and (4) 8,300 feet of transmission line. 
The expected market for project- 
generated energy is the Lincoln Electric 
Coop, Incorporated or Bonneville Power 
Administration. 

Proposed Scope of Studies Under 
Permit—A preliminary permit, if issued, 
does not authorize construction. The 
applicant seeks issuance of a 
preliminary permit for a term of 36 
months, during which engineering, 
economic and environmental studies 
will be conducted to ascertain project 
feasibility and to support application for 
a license to construct and operate the 
project. The estimated cost of permit 
activities is $64,000. 

Competing Applications—Anyone 
desiring to file a competing application 
for preliminary permit must submit to 
the Commission, on or before April 23, 
1982, the competing application itself, or 
a notice of intent to file such an 
application [see: 18 CFR 4:30 et seq. 
(1981); and Docket No. RM81-15, issued 
October 29, 1981, 46 FR 55245, November 
9, 1981]. 

The Commission will accept 
applications forlicense or exemption 
from licensing, or a notice of intent to 
submit such an application in response 
to this notice. A notice of intent to file 
an application for license or exemption 
must be submitted to the Commission on 
or before April 23, 1982, and should 
specify the type of application 
forthcoming. Any application for license 


Commission's regulations [see: 18 CFR 
4.30 et. seq. or 4.101 et seq. (1981), as 


appropriate]. 
ne 
pee one preliminary 

an interested person to 


permit, allows 
file an acceptable competing aiheiien 
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for preliminary permit no later than June 
23, 1982. 

Agency Comments—Federal, State, 
and local agencies are invited to submit 
comm=nts on the described application. 
(A copy of the application may be 
obtained by agencies directly from the 
Applicant.) If an agency does not file 
comments within the time set below, it 
will be presumed to have no comments. 

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To 
Intervene—Anyone may submit 
comments, a protest, or a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
requirements of the Rules of Practice 
and Protedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980). 
In determining the appropriate action to 
take, the Commission will consider all 
protests or other comments filed, but 
only those who file a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission's Rules may become a 
party to the proceeding. Any comments, 
protests, or petitions to intervene must 
be received on or before April 23, 1982. 

Filing and Service of Responsive 
Documents—Any filings must bear in all 
capital letters the title “COMMENTS”, 
“NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE 
COMPETING APPLICATION”, 
“COMPETING APPLICATION”, 
“PROTEST”, or “PETITION TO 
INTERVENE”, as applicable, and the 
Project Number of this notice. Any of 
the above named documents must be 
filed by providing the original and those 
copies required by the Commission's 
regulations to: Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary, Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission, 825 North Capitol Street, 
NE., Washington, D.C. 20426. An 
additional copy must be sent to: Fred E. 
Springer, Chief, Applications Branch, 


tory 
Room 208 RB at the above address. A 
copy of any notice of intent, competing 
application, or petition to intervene must 
also be served upon each representative 
of the Applicant specified in the first 
paragraph of this notice. 
Kenneth F. Plumb, 
Secretary. , 
[FR Doc. 82-4262 Filed 2-26-82; &:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-" 


[Docket No. ER82-285-000] 
Kansas City Power & Light Co.; Filing 


February 11, 1962. 

The filing Company submits the 
following: 

Take notice that on February 4, 1962, 
Kansas City Power & Light Company 
(KCPL) tendered for filing Service 
Schedule F-MPA for Transmission and 
Subtransmission Service under the 
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Municipal Participation Agreement 
dated July 12, 1965, between KCPL and 
the City of Independence, Missouri 
(City), KCPL Rate Schedule FPC No. 56. 

KCPL states that the purpose of this 
filing is to establish a rate for 
Transmission and Subtransmission 
Service applicable to power and energy 
received by KCPL from the City at 
Association Electric Cooperative’s 
(AEC) Missouri City substation and 
transmitted to the City by KCPL through 
its existing 161/69 kv facilities. 

KCPL requests an effective date of 
January 1, 1982, and therefore requests 
waiver of the Commission’s notice 
requirements. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street, N.E., Washington 
D.C. 20426, in accordance with §§ 1.8 
and 1.10 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 
1.10). All such petitions or protests 
should be filed on or before March 2, 
1982. Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a petition to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file 
with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary 

[FR Doc. 82-4283 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket No. ER82-286-000] 


Louisville Gas & Electric Co.; Filing 


February 11, 1982. 

The filing Company submits the 
following: 

Take notice that Louisville Gas and 
Electric Company (Louisville) on 
February 4, 1982, tendered for filing 
proposed changes in its Interconnection 
Agreement between Louisville and 
Tennessee Valley Authority (TVA) 
designated Louisville Gas and Electric 
Company FPC Rate Schedule No. 28. 

Louisville states that the purpose of 
this filing is to increase the demand 
charge for Short Term Power as set forth 
on Service Schedule C from 85¢ per 
kilowatt-week to $1.05 per*kilowatt- 
week. 

Louisville requests an effective date of 
March 1, 1982, and therefore requests 
waiver of the Commission's notice 


requirements. 

Copies of the filing were served upon 
TVA and the Public Service Commission 
of Kentucky. 


Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street, N.E., Washington, 
D.C. 20426, in accordance with §§ 1.8 
and 1.10 (1.8, 1.10). All such petitions or 
protests should be filed on or before 
March 2, 1982. Protests will be 


_ considered by the Commission in 


determining the appropriate action to be 
taken, but will not serve to make 
protestants parties to the proceeding. 
Any person wishing to become a party 
must file a petition to intervene. Copies 
of this filing are on file with the 
Commission and are available for public 
inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4267 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Project No. 5842-000] 


County of Sierra, California; 
Application for Preliminary Permit 


February 17, 1982. - 

Take notice that the County of Sierra, 
California (Applicant) filed on 
December 31, 1981, an application for 
preliminary permit [pursuant to the 
Federal Power Act, 16 U.S.C. 791(a)- 
825(r)] for Project No. 5842 to be known 
as the Pauley Creek—Lavezzola Creek 
Project located on Pauley and Lavezzola 
Creeks in Sierra County, California. The 
project would affect lands within Tahoe 
National Forest. The application is on 
file with the Commission and is 
available for public inspection. 
Correspondence with the Applicant 
should be directed to: County of Sierra, 
c/o Tim H. Beals, P.O. Box 530, 
Downieville, California 95936. 

Project Description—The proposed 
project would consist of: (A) Site 1 
consisting of: (1) A 5-foot high concrete 
diversion structure; (2) an 18,000-foot 
long conduit; (3) a 6,500-foot long 
penstock; and (4) a powerhouse 
containing two generating units each 
rated at 5.4 MW. The average annual 
generation would be 41.6 million kWh. 

(B) Site 2 consisting of: (1) A 140-foot 
high dam, impounding a reservior with a 
capacity of 2,500 acre-feet; (2) a 6,600- 
foot long penstock; and (3) a 
powerhouse containing two generating 
units, each rated at 2.3 MW. The 
average annual generation would be 20 
million kWh. 

(C) Site 3 consisting of: (1) A 5-foot 
high concrete diversion structure; (2) a 
5,280-foot long steel penstock; and (3) a 
powerhouse containing two generating 
units, each rated at 950 kW. The average 


annual generation would be 8.8 million 
kWh. 


_(D) Site 4 consisting of: (1) A 5-foot 
high concrete diversion structure; (2) a 
13,500-foot long conduit; (3) a 1,500-foot 
long steel penstock; and (4) a 
powerhouse containing two generating 
units, each rated at 2.05 MW. The 
average annual generation would be 
17.6 million kWh. 

Proposed Scope of Studies under 
Permit—A preliminary permit, if issued, 
does not authorize construction. The 
Applicant seeks issuance of a 
preliminary permit for a period of 36 
months during which time it would 
conduct engineering, economic, 
environmental, and feasibility studies, 
and prepare an FERC license 
application. No new roads would be 
required to conduct these studies. The 
cost of the work is estimated to be 
$140,000. 

Competing Applications.—This 
application was filed as a competing 
application to Mac Hydro-Power 
Company, Inc.'s application for Project 
No. 5123 filed on July 22, 1981. Public 
notice of the filing of the initial 
application, which has already been 
given, established the due date for filing 
competing applications or notice of 
intent. In accordance with the 
Commission’s regulations, no competing 
application for preliminary permit, or 
notices of intent to file an application 
for preliminary permit or license will be 
accepted for filing in response to this 
notice. Any application for license or 
exemption from licensing, or notice of 
intent to file an exemption application, 
must be filed in accordance with the 
Commission's regulations [see: 18 CFR 
4.30 et. seq. or § 4.101 et. seq. (1981), as 
appropriate}. 

Agency Comments.—Federal, State, 
and local agencies are invited to submit 
comments on the described application. 
(A copy of the application may be 
obtained by agencies directly from the 
Applicant.) If an agency does not file 
comments within the time set below, it 
will be presumed to have no comments. 

Comments, Protests, or Petitions To 
Intervene.—Anyone may submit 
comments, a protest, or a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
requirements of the Rules of Practice 
and Procedure, 18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10 (1980). 
In determining the appropriate action to 


‘take, the Commission will consider all 


protests or other comments filed, but 
only those who file a petition to 
intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s Rules may become a 
party to the proceeding. Any comments, 
protests, or petitions to intervene must 
be received on or before April 2, 1982. 





Filing and Service of Responsive 
Documents.—Any filings must bear in 
all capital letters the title 
“COMMENTS”, “PROTESTS”, or 
“PETITION TO INTERVENE”, as 
applicable, and the Project Number of 
this notice. Any of the above named 
documents must be filed by providing 
the original and those copies required by 
the Commission's regulations to: 
Kenneth F. Plumb, Secretary, Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street, NE., Washington, 
D.C. 20426. An additional copy must be 
sent to: Fred E. Springer, Chief, 
Applications Branch, Division of 
Hydropower Licensing, Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, 825 North 
Capitol Street, NE., Room 208 RB at the 
above address. A copy of any petition to 
intervene must also be served upon each 
respresentative of the Applicant 
specified in the first paragraph of this 
notice. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4260 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket No. CP82-143-000] 


Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line Corp. 
and Tennessee Gas Pipeline Co., a 
Division of Tenneco Inc.; Application 


February 16, 1982. 

Take notice that on December 31, 
1982, Transcontinental Gas Pipe Line 
Corporation (Transco), P.O. Box 1396, 
Houston, Texas 77251 and Tennessee 
Gas Pipeline Company, a Division of 
Tenneco Inc. (Tennessee), P.O. Box 2511, 
Houston, Texas 77001, filed in Docket 
No. CP82-143-000 a joint application 
pursuant to section 7(c) of the Natural 
Gas Act for a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity authorizing 
the construction and operation of 
certain pipeline and appurtenant 
facilities in the offshore Texas area, all 
as more fully set forth in the application 
which is on file with the Commission 
and open to public inspection. 

It is stated that Applicants have or 
would have the right to purchase all of 
the gas to be produced from Galveston 
Blocks 391, 392 and 393, offshore Texas. 
In order to attach these new sources of 
gas supply, Applicants propose to 
construct as co-owners 20.3 miles of 20- 
inch line from Kerr-McGee 
Corporation’s (Kerr-McGee) G 393 “B” 
production platform to The Superior Oil 
Co.’s (Superior) Brazos Block A-1 
production platform on Transco’s 
Central Texas Gathering System, 6.0 
miles of 16-inch line from Kerr-McGee’s 
G 391 “B” production platform to the G 


393 “B” production platform, 1.1 miles of 
12-inch line from Kerr-McGee’s G 393 
“C” production platform to an under 
water tap value located at G 393 on the 
proposed 16-inch line. Applicants also 
propose to construct metering, regulating 
and other appurtenant facilities at the 
various production platforms located in. 
Galveston Blocks 391, 392 and 393. 

It is stated-that Applicants would 
each own 50 percent of the proposed 
facilities. It is further stated that such 
facilities would be constructed and 
operated by Transco and would have a 
maximum capability of 172,800 Mef per 
day. : 

Applicants estimate the proposed 
facilities would cost $29,539,250. Such 
costs, it is asserted, would be financed 
through revolving credit arrangements, 
short-term loans, or funds on hand, with 
permanent financing to be undertaken 
as part of Applicants’ respective overall 
long-term financing programs at later 
dates. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
make any protest with reference to said 
application should on or before March 5, 
1982, file with the Federal Energy 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20426, a petition to intervene or a 
protest in accordance with the 
requirements of the Commission's rules 
of practice and procedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 
1.10) and the regulations under the 
Natural Gas Act (18 CFR 157.10). All 
protests filed with the Commission will 
be considered by it in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken but will 
not serve to make the protestants 
parties to the proceeding. Any person 
wishing to become a party to a 
proceeding or to participate as a party in 
any hearing therein must file a petition 
to intervene in accordance with the 
Commission’s rules. 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject to 
jurisdiction conferred upon the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission by 
sections 7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act 
and the Commission’s rules of practice 
and procedure, a hearing will be held 
without-further notice before the. 
Commission or its designee on this 
application if no petition to intervene is 
filed within the time required herein, if 
the Commission on its own review of the 
matter finds that a grant of the 
certificate is required by the public 
convenience and necessity. If a petition 
for leave to intervene is timely filed, or if 
the Commission on its own motion 
believes that a formal hearing is. 
required, further notice of such hearing 
will be duly given. 

Under the procedure herein provided 
for, unless otherwise advised, it will be 
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unnecessary for Applicants to appear or 
be represented at the hearing. 


Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

{FR Doc. 82-4268 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


[Docket No. ER82-284-000] 


Utah Power & Light Co.; Filing 


February 11, 1982. 


The filing Company submits the 
following: 

Take notice that Utah Power & Light 
Company (Utah) on February 4, 1982, 
tendered for filing a proposed 
cancellation of a contract for 
Transformation and Delivery of 
Electricity between CP National 
Corporation and the City of St. George, 
Utah, dated July 20, 1979 (on file with 
the Federal Energy Regulatory 
Commission as CP National’s Rate 
Schedule No. 7). As of September 30, 
1981 Utah acquired the CP National 
System in Southern Utah, and 
consequently the transformation and 
wheeling services became obsolete. 

Utah states that in a related filing, 
Utah submitted an Amendment to,the 
existing Service Agreement between 
Utah and St. George dated December 1, 
1976. 

Utah also filed Utah Power & Light 
Company FERC Electric Tariff Original 
Volume No. 1: Thirty-third and Thirty- 
fourth Revised Sheets No. 1, entitled 
“Table of Contents;” Fifteenth Revised 
Sheet No. 15, a continuation of the 
“Index of Purchasers.” 

Utah requests an effective date of 
September 30, 1982, and therefore 
requests waiver of the Commission's 
notice requirements. 

Any person desiring to be heard or to 
protest said filing should file a petition 
to intervene or protest with the Federal 
Energy Regulatory Commission, 825 
North Capitol Street, N.E., Washington, 
D.C. 20426, in accordance with Sections 
1.8 and 1.10 of the. Commission's Rules 
of Practice and Procedure (18 CFR 1.8, 
1.10). All such petitions or protests 
should be filed on or before March 2, 
1982. Protests will be considered by the 
Commission in determining the 
appropriate action to be taken, but will 
not serve to make protestants parties to 
the proceeding. Any person wishing to 
become a party must file a petition to 
intervene. Copies of this filing are on file 
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with the Commission and are available 
for public inspection. 

Kenneth F. Plumb, 

Secretary. 

(FR Doc. 82-4269 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6717-01-M 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 


[PF-256; PH-FRL-2051-3] 
Certain Companies; Pesticide, Food, 
and Feed Additive Petitions 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: This notice announces that 


certain companies have filed petitions 
proposing food and feed additive 
regulations and establishing tolerances 
for certain pesticide chemicals in or on 
certain agricultural commodities. 
ADDRESS: Written comments to the 
product manager (PM) cited in each 
specific petition at the address below: 

Registration Division (TS-767C), 
Office of Pesticide Programs, 
Environmental Protection Agency, 401 M 
St. SW., Washington, DC 20460. 

Written comments may be submitted 
while the petitions are pending before 
the agency. The comments are to be 
identified by the document control 
‘number “[PF-256]” and the specific 
petition number. All written comments 
filed in response to this notice will be 
available for public inspection in the 
product manager's office from 8:00 a.m. 
to 4:00 p.m., Monday through Friday, 
except legal holidays. 

FOR INFORMATION CONTACT: The product 
manager cited in each petition at the 
telephone number provided. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: EPA 
gives notice that the following food and 
feed additive and pesticide petitions 
have been submitted to the agency 
requesting establishment of a food and 
feed additive regulations and tolerances 
for certain pesticide chemicals in or on 
certain raw agricultural commodities in 
accordance with the Federal Food, Drug, 
and Cosmetic Act. The analytical 
method for determining residues, where 
required, is given in each petition. 

PP 2F2597. Union Carbide Corp., P.O. 
Box 12014, T.W. Alexander Drive, 
Research Triangle Park, NC 27709. 
Proposes amending 40 CFR 180.269 by 
establishing a tolerance for the 
combined residues of the insecticide/ 
nematocide aldicarb (2-methyl-2- 
(methylthio) propionaldehyde O- 
(methylcarbamoyl)oxime and its 
cholinesterase-inhibiting metabolites 2- 


methyl 2-(methylsulfinyl) 
propionaldehyde O- 
(methylcarbamoyl)oxime and 2-methyl- 
2-methylsulfonyl) propionaldehyde O- 
(methylcarbamoyl)oxime in or on the 
raw agricultural commodity grapes at 0.3 
part per million (ppm). The proposed 
analytical method for determining 
residues is by gas chromatography using 
a flame photometric detector. (PM-12, 
Jay Ellenberger, 703-557-2386) 

FAP 2H5327. Union Carbide Corp. 
Proposes amending 21 CFR 193.15 by 
establishing a regulation permitting 
residues of insecticide/nematocide 
aldicarb in or on the commodity raisins 
at 0.75 ppm. (PM-12, Jay Ellenberger, 
703-557-2386) 

FAP 2H5327. Union Carbide Corp. 
Proposes amending 21 CFR 561.30 by 
establishing a regulation permitting 
residues of insecticide/nematocide 
aldicarb in or on the commodities dry 
grape pomace at 0.75 ppm and raisin 
waste at 0.3 ppm. (PM-12, Jay 
Ellenberger, 703-557-2386) 

PP 2F2600. E M Industries, Inc., 5 
Skyline Drive, Hawthorne, NY 10532. 
Proposes amending 40 CFR 180.382 by 
establishing a tolerance for the residues 
of the fungicide triforine (N,N’-[1,4- 
piperazinediylbis(2,2,2- 
trichloroethylidene)]bis-[formamide]) in 
or on the raw agricultural commodity 
apples at 0.01 ppm. The proposed 
analytical method for determining 
residues is gas chromatograhy with a 
flame ionization detector. (PM-21, 
Henry Jacoby, 703-557-1900 

PP 2F2603. Merck and Company, Inc., 
PO Box 2000, Rahway, NJ 07065. 
Proposes amending 40 CFR 180.242 by 
establishing a tolerance for the residues 
of the fungicide thiabendazole (2-(4- 
thiazolyl)benzimidazole) in or on the 
raw agricultural commodity wheat, grain 
at 1.0 ppm. The proposed analytical 
method for determining residues is 
spectrophotofluorometry. (PM-21, Henry 
Jacoby, 703-557-1900) 

(Secs. 408(d)(1), 68 Stat. 512, (7 U.S.C. 136); 

409(b)(5), 72 Stat. 1786, (21 U.S.C. 348)) 
Dated: February 2, 1982. 

Douglas D. Campt, 

Director, Registration Division, Office of 

Pesticide Programs. 

{FR Doc. 82-4099 Filed 2~16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6560-31-M 


[PF-258; PH-FRL-2051-1) 

Dow Chemical Co.; Filing of Pesticide 
and Feed Additive Petitions 

AGENCY: Environmental Protection 


Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Notice, 


6991 


SUMMARY: This notice announces that 
Dow Chemical Company has submitted 
pesticide and feed additive petitions to 
the EPA requesting establishment of a 
tolerance and a feed additive regulation 
for the combined residues of the 
insecticide chlorpyrifos. 


ADDRESS: Written comments to: Jay 
Ellenberger, Product Manager (PM) 12, 
Registration Division (TS-767C), Office 
of Pesticide Programs, 401 M St. SW., 
Washington, DC 20460. 

Written comments may be submitted 
while the petitions are pending before 
the agency. The comments are to be 
identified by the document control 
number [PF-258] and the specific 
petition number. All written comments 
filed in response to this notice will be 
available for public inspection in the 
product manager's office from 8:00 a.m. 
to 4:00 p.m., Monday through Friday, 
except legal holidays. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Jay Ellenberger (703-557-2386). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: EPA 
gives notice that the following pesticide 
and feed additive petitions have been 
submitted to the agency requesting 
establishment of a tolerance and a feed 
additive regulation in accordance with 
the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
Act. The analytical method for 
determining residues, where required, is 
given in each petition. 

FAP 2H5331. Dow Chemical Co., PO 
Box 1706, Midland, MI 48640. Proposes 
amending 21 CFR 561.98 by establishing 
a regulation permitting the combined 
residues of the insecticide chlorpyrifos 
[O,O-diethyl O-(3,5,6-trichloro-2- 
pyridyl)phosphorothioate] and its 
metabolite 3,5,6-trichloro-2-pyridinol in 
the animal feed item dried apple pomace 
at 8.0 parts per million (ppm). 

PP 2F2620. Dow Chemical Co. 
Proposes amending 40 CFR 180.342 by 
establishing a tolerance for the 
combined residues of chlorpyrifos in or 
on the raw agricultural commodity 
apples at 1.0 ppm. The proposed 
analytical method for determining 
residues is by gas chromatography using 
flame photometric detector. 


(Sec. 408(d)(1), 68 Stat. 512, (7 U.S.C. 136); 
409(b)(5), 72 Stat. 1786, (21 U.S.C. 348)) 
Dated: February 2, 1982. 


Douglas D. Campt, 

Director, Registration Division, Office of 
Pesticide Programs. 

[FR Doc. 82-4097 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6560-32-M 





[PW-28; PH-FRL-2051-2] 


Dow Chemical Co.; Withdrawal of 
Pesticide and Food Additive Petitions 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: Dow Chemical Co. has 
withdrawn a pesticide and food additive 
petitions for the combined residues of 
the insecticide tricyclohexylin 
hydroxide and its organotin metabolites 
in or on certain agricultural 
commodities. 


ADDRESS: Written comments to: Jay S. 
Ellenberger, Product Manager (PM) 12, 
Registration Division (TS-767C)}, Office 
of Pesticide Programs, Environmental 
Protection Agency, Rm. 202, CM No. 2, 
1921 Jefferson Davis Highway, 
Arlington, VA 22202, (703-557-2386). 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In the 
Federal Register of August 22, 1975 (40 
FR 36798), EPA issued a notice which 
announced that Dow Chemical Co. P.O. 
Box 1706, Midland, MI 48640, had 
submitted the following petitions for the 
combined residues of the insecticide 
tricyclohexyltin hydroxide and its 
organotin metabolites (calculated as 
tricyclohexyltin hydroxide). 

PP 5F1641. Proposed the establishment 
of tolerances in or on grapes at 6.0 ppm; 
in eggs, liver and kidney of poultry at 0.5 
ppm; and in meat and meat byproducts 
(excluding liver and kidney of poultry) 

at0.2 ppm. | 

FAP 5H5094. Proposed the 
establishment a food additive regulation 
in or on raisins a 12 ppm and dried 
grape pomace at 50.0 ppm. 

Dow Chemical Co. has withdrawn 
these petitions without prejudice to 
further filing in accordance with the 
regulations. 

(Secs. 408{d)(1), 68 Stat. 514, (21 U.S.C. 

346a(e)) and 409(b)(5), 72 Stat. 1786, (21 U.S.C. 

ye of the Federal Food, Drug, and Cosmetic 
ct 

Dated: February 2, 1982. 

Douglas D. Campt, 

Director, Registration Division, Office of 
Pesticide Programs. 

[FR Doc. 82-4098 Filed 2-16-62; 6:45 am] 

BILLNG CODE 6560-32-M 


[A-2-FRL-2044-2] 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Information notice. 


summary: EPA Region 6 has delegated 
the authority for technical and 
administrative review of the Prevention 
of Significant Deterioration (PSD) 
program to the Oklahoma State 
Department of Health, Air Quality 
Service (AQS). The Oklahoma AQS will 
receive, conduct technical review, and 
process the PSD applications; however, 
since the Oklahoma AQS did not 
request full delegation of authority, EPA 
Region 6 will continue to have 
responsibility to issue or deny the PSD 
permits. 

EFFECTIVE DATE: July 25, 1981. 
AppREss: Copies of the State request 
and State-EPA agreement for delegation 
of authority are available for public 
inspection at the Air Branch, 
Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region 6, First International Building, 
28th Floor, 1201 Elm Street, Dallas, 
Texas 75270. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
William H. Taylor, Air Branch, 
Environmental Protection Agency, 
Region 6, First International Building, 
28th Floor, 1201 Elm Street, Dallas, 
Texas 75270; (214) 767-1594 or (FTS) 
729-1594. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On 
December 18, 1980, the Oklahoma State 
Department of Health submitted to the 
EPA Region 6 office a request for EPA to 
delegate to them the responsibility for 
technical and administrative review 
authority of sources regulated under the 
EPA PSD program. After a thorough 
review of the request and information 
submitted, the Regional Administrator 
determined that the State’s procedures 
for PSD review are adequate and 
effective. Thus, on July 25, 1981, and 
pursuant to 40 CFR 52.21 (1980), the 
Regional Administrator delegated the 
authority for technical and 
administrative review portions of the 
Federal PSD program to the State of 
Oklahoma. The conditions of the 
delegation are delineated in the 
Regional Administrator's letter to the 
State dated July 16, 1981. 

Under Executive Order 12291, EPA 
must also judge whether a publication is 
“major” and therefore subject to the 
requirements of a regulatory impact 
analysis. The delegation of authority is 
not “major”. This action only provides 
for the implementation of an 
administrative change in PSD permit 
processing, and does not change any 
existing regulatory requirements. 

Effective immediately, all applications 
and other information pursuant to 40 
CFR 52.21 by sources locating in the 
State of Oklahoma should be submitted 
to the State agency at the following 
address: Oklahoma State Department of 
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Health, Air Quality Service, P.O. Box 
53551, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73152. 
(Sec. 101 and 301 of the Clean Air Act, as 
amended (42 U.S.C. 7401 and 7601)) 

Dated: January 26, 1982. 
Frances E. Phillips, 
Acting Regional Administrator. 
[FR Doc. 82-4096 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-29-M 


[OPP-50565; PH-FRL-2051-6] 


Issuance of Experimental use Permits 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Notice. 


SUMMARY: EPA has granted 
experimental use permits to the 
following applicants. These permits are 
in accordance with, and subject to, the 
provisions of 40 CFR Part 172, which 
defines EPA procedures with respect to 
the use of pesticides for experimental 
purposes. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
The product manager cited in each 
experimental use permit at the address 
below: Registration Division (TS-767C), 
Office of Pesticide Programs, 
Environmental Protection Agency, 1921 
Jefferson Davis Highway, Arlington, VA 
22202. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: EPA has 
issued the following experimental use 
permits: 

275-EUP-13. Extension. Abbott 
Laboratories, North Chicago, IL 60064. 
This experimental use permit allows the 
use of 18 pounds (9 pounds each) of the 
plant growth regulators gibberellins 
A.A; and N®benzyladenine on apple 
trees to evaluate increased lateral bud 
break, shoot growth, and improved 
branch angles on bearing and non- 
bearing apple trees. A total of 300 acres 
are involved. The program is authorized 
only in the States of Arkansas, 
California, Colorado, Georgia, Idaho, 
Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Maryland, 
Massachusetts, Michigan, Missouri, 
New Jersey, New York, North Carolina, 
Ohio, Oregon, Pennsylvania, South 
Carolina, Utah, Vermont, Virginia, 
Washington, West Virginia, and 
Wisconsin. The experimental use permit 
is effective from February 1, 1982 to 
March 19, 1984. Permanent tolerances 
for residues of the active ingredients in 
or on apples have been established (40 
CFR 180.224 and 180.376). (Robert 
Taylor, PM 25, Rm. 245, CM#2 (703-557- 
1800)) 

275-EUP-24. Extension. Abbott 
Laboratories, North Chicago, IL 60064. 
This experimental use permit allows the 
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use of 400 additional pounds (3,336 
pounds originally authorized) of the 
herbicide Cercospora rodmanii, Conway 
on surface water to evaluate the control 
‘of Eichhornia crassipes (water 
hyacinth). A total of 40 surface acres, 20 
acres treated both years of the program, 
are involved. The program is authorized 
only in the States of Florida, Louisiana, 
Mississippi, and Texas. The 
experimental use permit is effective 
from April 1, 1982 to March 31, 1984. The 
experimental use permit is issued with 
the limitation that the herbicide not be 
applied near a drinking or irrigation 
water source. (Richard Mountfort, PM 
23, Rm. 237, CM#2, (703-557-1800) 
7969-EUP-14. Extension. BASF 
Wyandotte Corporation, 100 Cherry Hill 
Rd., Parsippany, NY 07054. This 
experimental use permit allows the use 
of 31,250 pounds of the herbicide 2-[1- 
(ethoxyimino)Buty]]-5-[2-(ethylthio) 
propyl]-3-hydroxy-2-cyclohexen-1-one 
on soybeans to evaluate the control of 
weeds. A total of 125,000 acres are 
involved. The program is authorized in 
the States of Alabama, Arkansas, 
Delaware, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, 
Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, 
Louisiana, Maryland, Michigan, 
Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, 
Nebraska, New Jersey, North Carolina, 
North Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma, 
Pennsylvania, South Carolina, South 
Dakota, Tennessee, Texas, Virginia, and 
Wisconsin. The experimental use permit 


is effective from May 27, 1982 to May 27, 


1983. Temporary tolefances for residues 
of the active ingredient in or on 
soybeans; meat, fat, and meat 
byproducts of cattle, goats, hogs, horses, 
(ae. and sheep; milk and eggs have 
een established. (Robert Taylor, PM 25, 
Rm. 245, CM#2, (703-557-1800) 
1471-EUP-63. Extension. Elanco 
Products Co., 740 South Alabama St., 
Indianapolis, IN 46206. This 
experimental use permit allows the use 
of 10,000 pounds of the herbicide 
ethalfluralin each year of the program 
on cucurbits, forage legumes, and seed 
and pod vegetables to evaluate control 
of annual grasses and broadleaf weeds. 
A total of 7,000 acres will be involved 
each year of the program. The program 
is authorized in the States of Alabama, 
California, Colorado, Delaware, Florida, 
Georgia, Idaho, Iowa, Kansas, 
Maryland, Minnesota, Missouri, 
Montana, Nebraska, New. Jersey, North 
Carolina, North Dakota, Oregon, South 
Carolina, South Dakota, Virginia, 
Washington, and Wyoming. The 
experimental use permit is effective 
from April 16, 1982 to April 16, 1984. 
- Temporary tolerances for residues of the 
active ingredient in or on seed and pod 


vegetables, cucurbits, and forage 
legumes have been established. (Richard 
Mountfort, PM 23, Rm. 237, CM#2 (703- 
557-1830)) 

1471-EUP-65. Renewal. Elanco 
Products Company, 740 South Alabama 
St., Indianapolis, IN 46285. This 
experimental use permit allows the use 
of 270 pounds of the herbicide fluridone 
on drainage ditches to evaluate the 
control of aquatic weeds. A total of 90 
acres are involved. (Richard Mountfort, 
PM 23, Rm. 237, CM#2 (703-557-1830)) 

1471-EUP-66. Renewal. Elanco 
Products Company, 740 South Alabama 
St., Indianapolis, IN 46285. This 
experimental use permit allows the use 
of 450 pounds of the herbicide fluridone 
on drainage ditches to evaluate the 
control of aquatic weeds. A total of 150 
acres are involved. This program and 
the one above are authorized only in the 
State of Florida. The permits were 
perviously effective from July 12, 1979 to 
July 12, 1980. The permits are now 
effective from November 16, 1981 to 
November 13, 1982. Both permits are 
being issued with the limitation that the 
herbicide will not be applied to waters 
that will be used for drinking, domestic 
purposes, swimming, fishing, watering 
livestock, or irrigation of crops used for 
food or feed. The permits will use the 
same active ingredient but different 
formulations. (Richard Mountfort, PM 
23, Rm. 237, CM#2 (703-557-1830)) 

10182-EUP-19. Extension. ICI 
Americas Inc., Wilmington, DE 19897. 
This experimental use permit allows the 
use of the remaining supply of 900 
pounds of the insecticide cypermethrin 
{(+)alpha-cyano-(3- 
phenoxypheny])methyl(+)-cis,trans-3- 
(2,2-dicholorethenyl)-2,2- 
dimethylcyclopropanecarboxylate on 
cotton to evaluate the control of various 
insects. A total of 450 acres are 
involved. The program is authorized 
only in the States of Alabama, 
Arkansas, Arizona, California, Florida, 
Georgia, Kansas, Louisiana, Mississippi, 
Missouri, Nebraska, New Mexico, North 
Carolina, Oklahoma, South Carolina, 
Tennessee, and Texas. This 
experimental use permit is effective 
from December 8, 1981 to December 8, 
1982. This permit is being issued with 
the limitation that all treated crops are 
destroyed or used for research purposes 
only. (Franklin Gee, PM 17, Rm. 207, 
CM#2, (703-557-2690) 

524-EUP-49. Extension. Monsanto 
Company, 1101 17th St., NW., 
Washington, DC 20036. This 
experimental use permit allows the use 
of the remaining supply of 52,740 pounds 
(60,000 pounds originally authorized) of 
the herbicide alachlor on corn, 


cottonseed, dry beans, lima beans, 
peanuts, peas, potatoes, and soybeans 
to evaluate the control of weeds. The 
program is authorized only in the States 
of Alabama, Arkansas, California, 
Colorado, Connecticut, Delaware, 
Florida, Georgia, Idaho, Illinois, Indiana, 
Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, 
Maine, Maryland, Massachusetts, 
Michigan, Minnesota, Mississippi, 
Missouri, Nebraska, New Hampshire, 
New Jersey, New York, North Carolina, 
North Dakota, Ohio, Oklahoma, Oregon, 
Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, South 
Carolina, South Dakota, Tennessee, 
Texas, Vermont, Virginia, Washington, 
West Virginia, and Wisconsin. The 
experimental use permit is effective 
from March 7, 1982 to March 7, 1984. 
Permanent tolerances for residues of the 
active ingredient in or on corn, 
cottonseed, dry beans, lima beans, 
peanuts, peas, potatoes, and soybeans 
have been established (40 CFR 180.249). 
(Robert Taylor, PM 25, Rm. 245, CM#2, 
(703-557-1800) 

2217-EUP-2. Issuance. PBI/Gordon 
Corporation, 1217 West 12th St., P.O. 
Box 4090, Kansas City, MO., 64101. This 
experimental use permit allows the use 
of the mixed amine salts of 2-methyl-4- 
chlorophenoxyacetic acid, 2-(2-methyl-4- 
chlorophenoxy) propionic acid, and 
dicamba on barley, corn, oats, rye, and 
wheat to evaluate the control of 
broadleaf weeds. A total of 416 acres 
are involved. The program is authorized 
only in the States of Idaho, Illinois, 
Iowa, Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri, 
Montana, Nebraska, North Dakota, 
Oregon, South Dakota, Washington, and 
Wisconsin. The experimental use permit 
is effective from December 29, 1981 to 
December 29, 1982. This permit is being 
issued with the limitation that all 
treated crops are destroyed or used for 
research purposes only. (Richard M. 
Mountfort, PM 23, Rm. 237, CM#2, (703- 
557-1830) 

27586-EUP-23. Renewal. U.S. 
Department of Agriculture, 12th & 
Independence, SW., P.O. Box 2417, 
Washington, DC 20013. This 
experimental use permit allows the use 
of 80 pounds of the pheromone 3-methyl- 
2-cyclohexen-1-one on Douglas fir trees 
to evaluate the control of beetles. A 
total of 560 acres are involved. The 
program is authorized only in the States 
of Idaho, Montana, Oregon, and 
Washington. The permit was previously 
effective from August 21, 1980 to August 
21, 1981. The permit is now effective 
from December 11, 1981 to Deceinber 11, 
1982. This permit is being issued with 
the limitation that none of the material 
treated will enter the food chain. 





(Franklin Gee, PM 17, Rm. 207, CM#2, 
(703-557-2690) 

Persons wishing to review these 
experimental use permits are referred to 
the designated product managers. 
Inquiries concerning these permits 
should be directed to the persons cited 
above. It is suggested that interested 
persons call before visiting the EPA 
Headquarters Office, so that the 
appropriate file may be made available 
for inspection purposes from 8:00 a.m. to 
4:00 p.m., Monday through Friday, 
excluding legal holidays. 

(Sec. 5, 92 Stat. 819, as amended, (7 U.S.C. 
136)) 
Dated: February 2, 1982. 
Douglas D. Campt, 
Director, Registration Division, Office of 
Pesticide Programs. 
[FR Doc. 82-4101 Filed 2-16-82; &:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-32-M 


[PP 5G1579/T345, PH-FRL-2052-8] 


nitro-1H-pyrazole in or on the raw 
agricultural commodity oranges. 
DATE: This temporary tolerance expires 
December 15, 1982. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Robert Taylor, Product Manager (PM) 
25, Registration Division (TS-767c), 


issued a notice, that was published in 
the Federal Register of March 3, 1981 (46 
FR 14964), announcing the renewal of a 
temporary tolerance for residues of the 
plant regulator 5-chloro—3—methy!—4— 
mech. ened in or on the raw 


to pesticide petition (PP 5G1579), 
submitted by State of Florida, 


provisions of experimen pe 
(43808-EUP-1), which is being extended 
under the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, 


and Rodenticide Act (FIFRA) as 
amended, (92 Stat. 819; 7 U.S.C. 136). 

The scientific data reported and all 
other relevant material were evaluated, 
and it was determined that the 
extension of the temporary tolerance 
will protect the public health. Therefore, 
the temporary tolerance has been 
extended on the condition that the 
pesticide be used in accordance with the 
experimental use permit and with the 
following provisions: 

1. The total amount of the active 
ingredient to be used must not exceed 
the quantity authorized by the 
experimental use permit. 

2. State of Florida must immediately 
notify the EPA of any findings from the 
experimental use that have a bearing on 
safety. The company must also keep 
records of production, distribution, and 
performance and on request make the 
records available to any authorized 
officer or employee of the EPA or the 
Food and Drug Administration. 

This tolerance expires December 15, 
1982. Residues not in excess of this 
amount remaining in or on the raw 
agricultural commodity after this 
expiration date will not be considered 
actionable if the pesticide is legally 
applied during the term of, and in 
accordance with, the provisions of the 
experimental use permit and temporary 
tolerance. This tolerance may be 
revoked if the experimental use permit 
is revoked or if any scientific data or 
experience with this pesticide indicates 
that such revocation is necessary to 
protect the public health. 

OMP has exempted this notice from 
Executive Order 12291. 

Pursuant to the requirements of the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act (Pub. L. 96- 
534, 94 Stat. 1164, 5 U.S.C. 601-612), the 
Administrator has determined that 
regulations establishing new tolerances 
or raising tolerance leve!s or 
establishing exemptions from tolerance 
requirements do not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entites. A certification 
statement to this effect was published in 
the Federal Register of May 4, 1981, (46 
FR 24950). 


_ (Sec. 408{j), 68 Stat. 516, (21 U.S.C. 346a{j))) 


Dated: February 4, 1982. 
Dogulas D. Campt, 
Director, Registration Division, Office of 


[FR Doc. 82-4102 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 6560-32-M 
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{PW-30; PH-FRL-2051-5] 


Union Carbide Corp.; Withdrawal of 
Feed Additive Petition 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 
ACTION: Notice. 


summany: Union Carbide Corp. has 
withdrawn a feed additive petition (FAP 
9H5218) for residues of the insecticide 
aldicarb and its cholinesterase- 
inhibiting metabolites in or on the 
animal feed item citrus pulp. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Jay Ellenberger, Product manager (PM) 
12, Registration Division (TS—767C)}, 
Office of Pesticide Programs, 


’ Environmental Protection Agency, Rm. 


202, CM #2, 1921 Jefferson Davis 
Highway, Arlington, VA 22202 (703-557- 
2386). 


SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: EPA 
issued a notice in the Federal Register of 
June 7, 1979 (44 FR 32737}, that the Union 
Carbide Corp., PO Box 12014, Research 
Triangle Park, NC 27709, submitted a 
feed additive petition (FAP 9H5218) 
proposing the establishment of a 
regulation to permit residues of the 
insecticide aldicarb (2-methyl- 
2(methythio}propionaldehyde-O 
(methyicarbamoyl)oxime) and its 
cholinesterase-inhibiting metabolites 2- 
methyl-2-(methylsulfiny!) 
propionaidehyde O- 
(methylcarbamoyl)oxime and 2-methy!l- 
2-methylsulfonyl)propionaldehyde O- 
(methylcarbomoyl)oxime in dried citrus 
pulp at 0.6 part per million. 

Union Carbide Corp. has withdrawn 
this petition without prejudice to further 
filing in accodance with the regulations. 
(Sec. 409 of the Federal Food, Drug, and 
Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 348)) 

Dated: February 2, 1982. 

Douglas D. Campt, 

Director, Registration Division, Office of 
Pesticide Programs. 

[FR Doc. 82-4100 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6560-32-M 


———EEEEEE eee 
FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 


Cordless Phone Waiver; Extension of 
Time for Comments 


On December 21, 1981 the 
Commission put on Public Notice (FCC 
mimeo 1247, December 21, 1981) ‘two 
requests for waiver of Section 15.7 to 
permit cordless phones to operate with 
more liberal technical standards. The 


1 This document was not published in the Federal 
Register. 
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public was invited to submit comments 
on these requests by February 8, 1982. 

On February 4, 1982, a request for 
extension of time to file comments on 
this matter was received from the 
American Radio Relay League (ARRL) 
on behalf of amateur radio operators. 
ARRL requests that the time to file 
comments be extended to February 26, 
1982. ARRL bases this request on the 
following. 

ARRL points out that the frequencies 
involved in the request for waiver, 1.6- 
2.0 MHz band, include the amateur radio 
band at 1.8-2.0 MHz. Use of this band 
by cordless phones poses a potential 
interference threat to amateur radio 
operation. At least one such case has 
surfaced and ARRL needs additional 
time to investigate this case. In addition, 
ARRL has requested samples of cordless 
phones, to investigate the interference 
potential to amateur radio operation. 
These phones have not been received to 
date and additional time is needed to 
complete the investigation and to 
prepare meaningful comments. 

Since the Commission is desirus of 
obtaining the fullest information before 
acting on the subject petitions, the ARRL 
request is granted and time for filing 
comments is extended to February 26, 
1982. 

Comments should be submitted not 
later than February 26, 1982 to the 
attention of Chief, RF Devices Branch, 
Office of Science and Technology, FCC, 
Washington, DC 20554. The petitions are 
available for inspection in Room 8302 of 
the FCC offices at 2025 M St., NW., 
Washington, DC 20554. 

William J. Tricarico, 

Secretary, Federal Communications 
Commission. 

[FR Doc. 82-4201 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M 


[Report No. 1334] 


Petitions for Reconsideration of 
Actions in Rulemaking Proceedings 


February 10, 1982. 


The following listings of petitions for 
reconsideration filed in Commission 
rulemaking proceedings is published 
pursuant to CFR 1.429(e). Oppositions to 
such petitions for reconsideration must 
be filed on or before March 4, 1982. 
Replies to an opposition must be filed 
within 10 days after the time for filing 
oppositions has expired. 

Subject: Amendment of Part 73 to 
authorize the transmission teletext by 
TV stations. (BC Dacket No. 81-741, 
RM's 3727 and 3876.) 


Filed by: Eleanor S. Applewhaite & 
Michael Rose, Attorneys for CBS Inc., on 
1-13-82. 

William J. Tricarico, 

Secretary, Federal Communications 
Commission. 

{FR Doc. 82-4204 Filed 2-16-82; 6:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6712-01-M 


FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION 


Agreements Filed 

The Federal Maritime Commission 
hereby gives notice that the following 
agreements have been filed with the 
Commission for approval pursuant to 
section 15 of the Shipping Act, 1916, as 
amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 Stat. 763, 46 
U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and 
obtain a copy of each of the agreements 
and the justifications offered therefor at 
the Washington Office of the Federal 
Maritime Commission, 1100 L Street 
NW., Room 10327; or may inspect the 
agreements at the Field Offices located 
at New York, NY.; New Orleans, 
Louisiana; San Franciso, California; 
Chicago, Illinois; and San Juan, Puerto 
Rico. Interested parties may submit 
comments on each agreement, including 
requests for hearing, to the Secretary, 
Federal Maritime Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20573, within 20 days 
after the date of the Federal Register in 
which this notice appears. Comments 
should include facts and arguments 
concerning the approval, modification, 
or disapproval of the proposed 
agreement. Comments shall discuss with 
particularity allegations that the 
agreement is unjustly discriminatory or 
unfair as between carriers, shippers, 
exporters, importers, or ports, or 
between exporters from the United 
States and their foreign competitors, or 
operates to the detriment of the 
commerce of the United States, or is 
contrary to the public interest, or is in 
violation of the Act. 

A copy of any comments should also 
be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreements and the statement should 
indicate that this has been done. 

Agreement No. T-3155-7. 

Filing party: John C. Barnett, Deputy 
Chief, Leases & Operating Agreements 
Division, The Port Authority of New 
York and New Jersey, One World Trade 
Center, New York, New York 10048. 

Summary: Agreement No. T-3155-7, 
between The Port Authority of New 
York and New Jersey (Port) and Maersk 
Container Service Company, Inc. 
(Maersk), assignee of Moller Steamship 
Company, Inc. (Moller), modifies the 
parties’ basic agreement providing for 


Moller’s 25-year lease of a marine 
terminal at Port Newark, New Jersey. 
The purpose of Agreement No. T-3155-7 
is to provide for additional premises 
under the lease and additional basic 
rental of $8,054.13 per month for said 
premises. 

Agreement No. T-3158-2. 

Filing party: John C. Barnett, Deputy 
Chief, Leases & Operating Agreements 
Division, The Port Authority of New 
York and New Jersey, One World Trade 
Center, New York, New York 10048. 

Summary: Agreement No. T-3158-2, 
between The Port Authority of New 
York and New Jersey (Port) and 
Ecuadorian Line, Inc. (ELI), modifies the 
parties’ basic agreement providing for 
the eight-year lease to ELI of certain 
premises at Port Newark, New Jersey, to 
be used as a marine terminal facility. 
The purpose of the modification is to 
renew the lease for an additional term of 
eight years. The present lease expires 
March 1, 1983, and the extension would 
carry through to February 28, 1991. For 
the period commencing March 1, 1983 
and continuing through February 29, 
1984, ELI will pay to the Port a rental of 
$246,125. For each successive annual 
period thereafter for the balance of the 
lease term the rent shall be increased by 
one-third of the percentage increase as 
contained in the Consumer Price Index. 

Agreement No. T-3499-1. 

Filing party: H. H. Wittren, Associate 
Director of Real Estate, Port of Seattle, 
P.O. Box 1209, Seattle, Washington 
98111. 

Summary: Agreement No. T-3499-1, 
between The Port of Seattle (Port) and 
Pacific Alaska Line, Inc. (PAL), modifies 
the parties’ basic agreement providing 
for a five-year lease covering land, 
submerged land, pier and dock facilities 
at Terminal 105, Seattle, Washington. 
The purpose of the modification is to 
extend the term of the lease for an 
additional five years, commencing on 
April 1, 1982 and ending March 31, 1987. 
Simultaneously PAL’s name will be 
changed to Hawaiian Marine Lines, Inc. 
Effective April 1, 1982, the monthly 
rental paid to the Port will be $32,746. 
Pending approval by the Federal 
Maritime Commission, PAL will be 
assessed rent pursuant to the Port 
tariffs, once the agreement is approved, 
rent will be paid pursuant to the lease. 

Agreement No. T-3507-1. 

Filing party: H. H. Wittren, Associate 
Director of Real Estate, Port of Seattle, 
P.O. Box 1209, Seattle, Washington 
98111. 

Summary: t No. T-3507-1, 
between The Port of Seattle (Port) in the 
capacity of grantor on behalf of the 
State of Washington and the Port in the 





capacity of user and administrator of 
waterway and street end permits, 
modifies the basic agreement between 
the parties which provides for the use of 
certain water areas owned by the State 
of Washington. The purpose of the 
modification is to provide the Port with 
water access to its facilities at Pier 31. 
it No. T-3900-2. 

party: Edward D. Ransom, 
Esquire, Lillick, McHose & Charles, 
Attorneys at Law, Two Embarcadero 
Center, San Francisco, California 94111. 


providing for Eagle’s lease of a container 
facility at Alameda, California. The 
purpose of the modification is to: (1) 


revenue levels are not met, and (7) by 
adding a new section to the agreement 
providing Eagle shall share with Encinal 
its net operating revenues, if any, from 
the operations of preferential users if 
they are greater than a specified level. 
The amendment becomes effective the 
second month following Commission 
approval. 


it No. 50-39. 
Piling party: Mr. Ralph M. Pais, 
Graham & James, One Maritime Plaza, 


Suite 300, San Francisco, California 


modify the basic agreement of the 
Pacific/ Australia-New Zealand 
Conference by authorizing the 

conference or counsel to 
execute agreement modifications on 
behalf of the parties. 


Shen eass No. 10436. 
ing party: David F. Anderson, Esq., 
Associate General Counsel, Matson 


covers and is restricted to the 


. rn acc of General lomeeenraeee 


Geunghi Ullo'of lading tovsod by United 
States Lines, inc. in the following trades: 


From Pacific Coast ports of the United 
States to Guam, with transshipment at 
Honolulu, Hawaii; 

From Pacific Coast ports of the United 
States to Far East ports with 
transshipment at Honolulu, Hawaii; 

From Honolulu, Hawaii, to ports on 
the Atlantic Coast of the United States, 
with transshipment at Oakland or Los 
Angeles, California, or other U.S. Pacific 
Coast port that may be mutually 
agreeable to the parties; 

From Honolulu, Hawaii to European 
ports with transshipment at Oakland or 
Los Angeles, California, or other U.S. 
Pacific Coast port that may be mutually 
agreeable to the parties. 

Matson concurs in and shall comply 
with all the terms, conditions, rates, 
rules, regulations and transshipment 
routes of the applicable tariffs identified 
in Appendix A. The through rate shall 
be apportioned in accordance with the 
schedule in Appendix B. The 
interchange of containers from United 
States Lines to Matson (without per 
diem) and liability in connection 
therewith will be governed by the terms 
and conditions of FMC Agreement No. 
DC-66, as amended. 

Agreement No. 10437. 

Filing party: Alan F. Wohlstetter, Esgq., 
Denning & Wohistetter, 1700 K Street, 
NW., Washington, D.C. 20006. 

Summary: No. 10437 
establishes a Joint Loading Agreement 
by and between Transconex, Inc. and 
Econocaribe Consolidators, inc., both 
Non-Vessel Operating Common Carriers 
by Water, and covers the joint loading 
of cargo to be transported from ports in 
the State of Florida to ports in Aruba, 
Barbados, Curacao, Dominican 
Republic, Haiti, Jamaica, Panama, 
Surinam, Trinidad, and provides that the 
participating NVO carriers, when 
authorized by the other, may accept and 
receipt shipments in the name of an on 
behalf of each other for consolidation 
and forwarding with the shipments of 
the receiving NVO carrier to be shipped 
via Vessel Operating Common Carriers 
by Water. 

By Order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated: February 11, 1982. 

Francis C. Hurney, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4135 Filed 2-26-82; &45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6730-01-M 


Agreement Filed 
Notice is hereby given that the 
following 


agreement has been filed with — 


the Commission for review and approval 
pursuant to section 15 of the Shipping 
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Act, 1916, as amended (39 Stat. 733, 75 
Stat. 763, 46 U.S.C. 814). 

Interested parties may inspect and 
obtain a copy of the agreement and the 
justification offered therefor at the - 
Washington office of the Federal 
Maritime Commission, 1100 L Street, 
NW., Room 10427; or may inspect the 
agreement at the Field Offices located at 
New York, N.Y.; New Orleans, 
Louisiana; San Francisco, California; 
Chicago, Illinois; and San Juan, Puerto 
Rico. Interested parties may submit 
comments on the agreement, including 
request for hearing, to the Secretary, 
Federal Maritime Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20573, within 10 days 
after the date of the Federal Register in 
which this notice appears. Comments 
should include facts and arguments 
concerning the approval, modification, 
or disapproval of the proposed 
agreement. Comments shall discuss with 
particularity allegations that the 
agreement is unjustly discriminatory or 
unfair as between carriers, shippers, 
exporters, importers, or ports, or 
between exporters from the United 
States and their foreign competitors, or 
operates to the detriment of the : 
commerce of the United States, or is 
contrary to the public interest, or is in 
violation of the Act. 

A copy of any comments should also 
be forwarded to the party filing the 
agreement and the statement should 
indicate that this has been done. 


Agreement No. 10376-2. 

Filing Party: R. J. Finnan, Chief 
Publishing Officer, Lykes Bros. 
Steamship Co., Inc., 300 Poydras Street, 
New Orleans, Louisiana 70130. 

Summary: Agreement No. 10376-2 
extends the term of the present sailing 
and discussion agreement between 
China Ocean Shipping Co. and Lykes 
Bros. Steamship Co. through March 1, 
1983. 

By Order of the Federal Maritime 
Commission. 

Dated: February 11, 1982. 

Francis C. Humey, 

Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4136 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6730-01-M 


—— 
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 


Alcohol, Drug Abuse and Mental 
Health Administration 


Alcohol Research Center Grant; 
Effects of Aicohol on the Eiderty 


AGENCY: National Institute on Alcohol 
Abuse and Alcoholism, HHS. 
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action: Availability of a special 
notification for an Alcohol Research 
Center Grant on the effects of alcohol on 
' the.elderly. 


SUMMARY: The National Institute on 
Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism 
(NIAAA) wishes to announce the 
availability of funds during FY 1982 to 
fund an Alcohol Research Center to 
conduct research on the effects of 
alcohol on the elderly and to solicit 
applications from eligible applicants 
requesting funds for this purpose. 
DEADLINE DATE FOR RECEIPT OF 
APPLICATIONS: April 1, 1982. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Dr. Albert A. Pawlowski, Chief, National 
Research Centers Branch, Nationa! 
Institute on Alcohol Abuse and 
Alcoholism, Park Bldg., Room 1-47, 5600 
Fishers Lane, Rockville, Maryland 20857. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Public 
Law 97-35, the Omnibus Budget 
Reconciliation Act of 1981, requires the 
Secretary to award a grant toa 
designated Center for research on the 
problems of alcohol among the elderly 
during FY 1982. Accordingly, the NIAAA 
is soliciting applications proposing a 
program of research on the specific 
problems of alcohol among the elderly. 
The research program of the Center 
should be interdisciplinary; conducted 
by scientists from the biomedical, 
behavioral and/or social science 
disciplines. The nature and mix of the 
research team will depend on the areas 
of strength of the applicant organization. 
The research program must include 
interrelated studies focusing on 
problems which have the potential for ~ 
producing significant scientific 
information related to alcohol and 
elderly persons. Such research must be 
explicitly focused on the prevalence, 
diagnosis, etiology, prediction, clinical 
course, management, treatment, or 
prevention of alcoholism or other 
alcohol-related health problems, or the 
consequences of these health problems. 

Research conducted within the Center 
must be clearly related to the problems 
of alcohol among the elderly. The Center 
is expected to be a source of excellence 
in research and to become a significant 
regional or national research resource. 
In addition, it is @xpected to afford 
opportunities for training of persons 
from various disciplines and professions 
for careers in alcoholism research. 

Any domestic public or non-profit 
private institution may apply for this 
Center grant. The proposed Center, 
however, must be affiliated with an 
institution, such as a university, medical 
center, or research center, that has the 
resources to sustain a long-term, 


coordinated research on the 
effects of alcohol on the elderly. The 
applicant organization must 
demonstrate the ability to attract high 
quality scientists from biomedical, 
behavioral, and social science 
disciplines who are willing to make a 
long-term commitment to alcoholism 
research. In addition, the applicant must 
assure that alcoholism related research 
and clinical training opportunities will 
be available. 

Regulations governing this program 
are set forth at Title 42, Part 54a, 
Subpart E of the Code of Federal 
Regulations. 

All applicants will compete on an 
equal basis for funds to support this new 
Center by submitting a completed 
application in accordance with the 
guidelines. Specific instructions on 
application requirements, submission 
procedures, review and award criteria, 
terms and conditions of the award, etc. 
are contained in the Alcohol Research 
Centers Grants Program Ainouncement 
and Guidelines, (August, 1981, which are 
available, along with the necessary 
application forms (PHS-398, Revised 10/ 
79) and the Special Notification from the 
NIAAA. The application receipt date for 
FY 1982 funding is April 1, 1982 with 
final action by the National Advisory 
council on Alcohol Abuse and 
Alcoholism in September 1982. The 
grant award for this Center will be 
issued no later than September 30, 1982. 

Applications recommended for - 
approval by the NIAAA Advisory 
Council will be considered for funding 
on the basis of the overall merit of the 
proposal, as well as such considerations 
as program balance and relevance to the 
NIAAA research program, equitable 
geographic distribution and availability 
of funds. One award will be made for up 
to a five year project period with 
separate fiscal awards annually. 

It is anticipated that one grant will be 
awarded during Fiscal Year 1982, which 
ends September 30, 1982. The total 
amount of the award for the first year, 
including direct and indirect costs, will 
not exceed $500,000, depending upon the 
availability of funds and, by law, cannot 
exceed $1.5 million per annum for future 
years. The actual level of support for 
future years is subject to the availability 
of appropriated funds. 

William Mayer, 

Administrator, Alcohol, Drug Abuse and 
Mental Health Administration. 

[FR Doc. 82-4127 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am} 

BILLING CODE 4160-20-M 


6997 
Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and Mental 
Health Administration 


Advisory Committee; Meetings 


In accordance with section 10{a)({2) of 
the Federal Advisory Committee Act (5 
U.S.C. Appendix I), announcement is 
made of the following national advisory 
bodies scheduled to assemble during the 
month of March 1982. 


Mental Health Research Education Review 
Committee, March 3-5; 9:00 a.m., Gramercy 
Inn, Washington, D.C. 20036 

Open—March 4, 9-10:00 a.m. 

Closed—Otherwise. 

Contact: Ms. Emilie Embrey, Room 9-101, 
Parklawn Building, 5600 Fishers Lane, 
Rockville, Maryland 20857, (301) 443-3857 

Purpose: The Committee is charged with the 
initial review of applications for assistance 
from the National Institute of Mental 
Health for support of research training 
permet 
sciences, the psychological sciences, and 
the applied behavioral sciences areas, and 
makes recommendations to the National 
Advisory Mental Health Council for final 
review. 

Agenda: From $-10:00 a.m., March 4, the 
meeting will be open for discussion of 


of grant applications for Federal assistance 
and will not be open to the public in 


istration, pursuant 
of 5 U.S.C. 552b{c)(6), and 
section 10{d) of Pub. L. 92-463 (5 U.S.C. 
Appendix I). 

Epidemiologic and Services Research Review 
Committee, March 8-11; 8:00 a.m., 
Washington Marriott Hotel, 1221 22nd 
Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 20037 

Open—March 9, 9-10:00 a.m. 

Closed—Otherwise. 

Contact: Ms. Gloria Yockelson, Room 9C-15, 


initial review, based on the scientific and 
technical merit of applications submitted to 
the National Institute of Mental Health for 
Federal assistance of activities in the fields 
of mental health epidemiology, mental 
health systems research, and mental health 
services development, evaluation 
methodology and knowledge transfer, and 
makes recommendations to the National 
Advisory Mental Health Council for final 
review. 

Agenda: From 9-10:00 a.m., March 9, the 
meeting will be open for discussion of 
administrative announcements and 
program deve! Otherwise, 
Committee will be performing initial review 
of grant applications for Federal assistance 
and will not be open to the public in 
accordance with the determination by the 
Administrator, Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and 
Mental Health Administration, pursuant to 
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the provisions of 5 U.S.C. 552b{c)(6), and 
section 10(d) of Pub. L. 92-463 (5 U.S.C. 
Appendix I). 

* * * 

Alcohol Psychosocial Research Review 
Committee, March 10-12; 9:00 a.m., 
Embassy Square, 2000 N Street, NW.., 
Washington, D.C. 20036 

Open—March 10, 9-11:00 a.m. 

Closed—Otherwise 

Contact: Jane Taylor, Ph.D., Alcohol 
Psychosocial Review, Parklawn Building, 
Room 16C-26, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, 
Maryland 20857, (301) 443-6106. 

Purpose: The Committee is charged with the 
initial review. of grant applications for 
Federal assistance in the program areas 
administered by the National Institute on 
Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism, ADAMHA, 
relating to research activities and makes 
recommendations to the National Advisory 
Council on Alcohol Abuse and Alcoholism 
for final review. 

Agenda: From 9-11:00 a.m., March 10, the 
meeting will be open for discussion of 
administrative reports, announcements, 
and program developments. Otherwise, the 
Committee will be performing initial review 
of grant applications for Federal assistance 
and will not be open to the public in 
accordance with the determination by the 
Administrator, Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and 
Mental Health Administration, pursuant to 
the provisions of 5 U.S.C. 552b{c)(6), and 
section 10(d) of Pub. L. 92-463 (5 U.S.C. 
Appendix I). 


* * * * * 


* * 


Cognition, Emotion, and Personality Research 
Review Committee, March 12-13; 9:00 a.m., 
Monaco Room, Holiday Inn of Georgetown, 
2101 Wisconsin Avenue, NW., Washington, 
D.C. 20007 

Open—March 12, 9-10:00 a.m. 

Closed—Otherwise 

Contact: Ms. Jean Pierce, Room 9C-26, 
Parklawn Building, 5600 Fishers Lane, 
Rockville, Maryland 20857, (301) 443-3936 

Purpose: The Committee is charged with the 
initial review of applications for assistance 
from the National Institute of Mental 
Health for support of research activities in 
the fields of personality, cognition, emotion 
and higher mental processes and makes 
recommendations to the National Advisory 
Mental Health Council for final review. 

Agenda: From 9-10:00 a.m., March 12, the 
meeting will be open for discussion of 
administrative announcements and 
program developments. Otherwise, the 
Committee will be performing initial review 
of applications for assistance and will not 
be open to the public in accordance with 
the determination by the Administrator, 
Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and Mental Health 
Administration pursuant to the provisions 
of 5 U.S.C. 552b(c)(6), and section 10(d) of 
Pub. L. 92-463 (5 U.S.C. Appendix J). 


* * * * * 


Research Scientist Development Review 
Committee, March 13-15; 12:00 Noon, 
Shoreham Hotel, Club Room A, 2500 
Calvert Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 
20008 

Open—March 13, 12:00 Noon-12:30 p.m. 

Closed—Otherwise 


Contact: Ms. Diana Souder, Room 9-97, 
Parklawn Building, 5600 Fishers Lane, 
Rockville, Maryland 20857, (301) 443-4844 

Purpose: The Committee is charged with the . 
initial review of applications for assistance 
from the National Institute of Mental 
Health for the support of activities to 
develop and execute a program of 
Research Scientist and Research Scientist 
Development Awards to appropriate 
institutions for the support of individuals 
engaged full time in research and related 
activities relevant to mental health, and 
makes recommendations to the Netional 
Advisory Mental Health Council for final 
review. 

Agenda: From 12:00 Noon-12:30 p.m., March 
13, the meeting will be open for discussion 
of administrative announcements and 
program developments. Otherwise, the 
Committee will be performing initial review 
of applications for assistance and will not 
be open to the public in accordance with 
the determination by the Administrator, 
Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and Mental Health 
Administration pursuant to the provisions 
of 5 U.S.C. 552b(c)(6), and section 10(d) of 
Pub. L. 92-463 (5 U.S.C. Appendix J). 


* * * * + 


Board of Scientific Counselors, NIMH, March 
25-26; 9:30 a.m., National Institutes of 
Health, Building 36, Conference Room 1B- 
07, Bethesda, Maryland 20205 

Open—March 25, 9:30-9:45 a.m. 

Closed—Otherwise 

Contact: Dr. Frederick Goodwin, National 
Institutes of Health Building 36, Room 1A- 
05, Bethesda, Maryland 20205, (301) 496- 
3501, 

Purpose: The Board of Scientific Counselors 
provides expert advice to the Director, 
NIMH, on the mental health intramural 
research program through periodic visits to 
the laboratories for assessment of the 
research in progress and evaluation of 
productivity and performance of staff 
scientists. 

Agenda: The Board will meet in Building 36, 
Conference Room 1B-07, Bethesda, 
Maryland, for approximately 15 minutes for 
a report by the Director of Intramural 
Research, NIMH, on recent administrative 
developments. The remainder of the two- 
day session will be devoted to a review of 
the intramural research projects from the 
Laboratories of Neuropsychology and 
Psychology and Psychopathology and the 
evaluation of individual scientific 
programs, and will not be open to the 
public in accordance with the 
determination by the Administrator, 
Alcohol, Drug Abuse, and Mental Health 
Administration pursuant to the provisions 
of 5 U.S.C. 552b(c)(6), and section 10(d) of 
Pub. L. 92-463 (5 U.S.C. Appendix I). 


Substantive information may be 
obtained from the contact persons listed 
above. Summaries of the meetings and 
rosters of Committee members may be 
obtained as follows: NIAAA: Mrs. Diana 
Widner, Committee Management 
Officer, Room 16C-21, Parklawn 
Building, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, 
Maryland 20857, (301) 443-2860. NIMH: 


’ Ms. Helen W. Garrett, Committee 


Management Officer, Room 9-95, 
National Institute of Mental Health, 
Parklawn Building, 5600 Fishers Lane, 
Rockville, Maryland 20857, (301) 443- 
4333. 


Dated: February 9, 1982. 
Elizabeth A. Connolly, 
Committee Management Officer, Alcohol, 
Drug Abuse, and Mental Health 
Administration. 
[FR Doc. 82-4170 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4160-20-M 


Centers for Disease Control 


Analysis of Data on Patients Using 
Continuous Subcutaneous Insulin 
infusion Pumps; Open Meeting 


On February 17, 1982, the Centers for 
Disease Control will convene an open 
meeting of a work group to analyze data 
on patients using Continuous 
Subcutaneous Insulin infusion pumps. 
The meeting is open to the public, 
limited only by space available. 

The meeting is scheduled to begin at 
10:30 a.m., in Room B19, Building 3, 
Centers for Disease Control, 1600 Clifton 
Road, NE., Atlanta, Georgia. 

For further information, please 
contact: J. William Flynt, Jr., M.D., Chief, 
Diabetes Control Activity, Center for 
Prevention Services, Centers for Disease 
Control, 1600 Clifton Road, NE., Atlanta, 
Georgia 30333, Phone: 404/452-4071. 


Dated: February 12, 1982. 
George Hardy, 
Assistant Director/Washington. 
(FR Doc. 62-4339 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4110-86-M 


Office of Community Services 


Community Services Block Grants; 
Application Solicitations for Certain 
Categories of Grantees in States not 
Qualified 


AGENCY: Office of Community Services, 
HHS. 


SUBJECT: Implementation of 
amendments to the Older Americans 
Act which expand the definition of 
eligible entitites under section 673(1) of 
the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act. 


ACTION: Notice of Application 
Solicitations for Certain Categories of 
fiscal year 1981 CSA grantees in States 
which have not qualified for a fiscal 
year 1982 Community Services Block 
Grant. 


DATE: Applications should be submitted 
to the appropriate OCS Regional Office 
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at least 45 days in advance of the 
proposed effective date. 


CFDA NO.: 13.665. 


SUMMARY: The recently signed 
Amendments to the Older Americans 
Act (Pub. L. 97-115) contain 
amendments to the Community Services 
Block Grant provisions of the Omnibus 
Budget Reconciliation Act of 1981. As a 
result, the definition of “eligible entity” 
found in Section 673(1) of the Omnibus 
Budget Reconciliation Act has been 
expanded by adding the following new 
sentence: “The term ‘eligible entity’ 
includes any limited purpose agency 
designated under Title II of the 
Economic Opportunity Act of 1964 for 
fiscal year 1981 which served the 
general purposes of a community action 
agency under Title II of such Act, unless 
such designated agency lost its 
designation under title II of such Act as 
a result of a failure to comply with the 
provisions of such Act, and any grantee 
which received financial assistance 
under section 221 or section 222(a)(4) of 
the Economic Opportunity Act of 1964 in 
fiscal year 1981.” 

In addition, Section 682(b)(4) of the 
Act has been amended to include 
migrant and seasonal farmworker 
organizations in the transition 
provisions. 

In order to implement these 
amendments, the Office of Community 
Services is soliciting applications from 
certain categories of grantees which 
operated programs funded by the 
Community Services Administration in 
fiscal year 1981 in States which have not 
qualified for a Community Services 
Block Grant. Appendix A te this notice 
contains a list of those States. 

Since Congressional intent in funding 
organizations in fiscal year 1982 under 
the CSBG and its transition provisions 
appears to have been to provide bridge 
funding to those organizations which 
had been operating community-based 
projects within a State and had been 
dependent upon funding under the 
Economic Opportunity Act, OCS has 
included in its criteria for evaluating any 
application the determination that a 
grantee has established service 
capabilities, has provided services 
directly to the poor, and that its fiscal 
year 1981 grant did not indicate it was a 
one-time-only funding. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
The appropriate Regional Close Out 
Manager Appendix B or Ms. Jacqueline 
Lemire, Director, Grants Management 


Division, OCS, Washington, D.C. 20506, 
telephone (202) 653-5430. 

Robert L. Trachtenberg, 

Acting Director. 

Notice of Funding Eligibility 

A. Eligible Entities 

OCS will consider applications for 
funding submitted by the following 
types of organizations: 

1. Limited Purpose Agencies that 
performed the functions of a CAA in 
fiscal year 1981: OCS has identified the 
following grantees as eligible under this 
category. Any other grantee believing 
that it should be considered for funding 
in this category and which meets the 
evaluative criteria outlined in paragraph 
4 of this Notice, should contact the 
appropriate OCS regional Close Out 
Manager. (See Appendix B.) 
¢ Its Time, Inc., New York, New York, 
¢ Sussex County Improvement 

Association, Waverly, Virginia 
* Taos County Limited Purpose Agency, 

Taos, New Mexico 
¢ Aspermont Small Business 

Development Center, Aspermont, 

Texas 
¢ Greene County Community 

Development Advisory Commission, 

Standardsville, Virginia 
¢ Trilby Manor Civics Club, Inc., Dade 

City, Florida 
¢ Home Education Livelihood Programs, 

Inc., Albuquerque, New Mexico 
* Inyo Mono Advocates for Community 

Action, Bishop, California 

2. Grantees which received financial 
assistance under Section221 of the EOA 
in Fiscal Year 1981: OCS will consider 
applications for funding from any 
organization which received a grant in 
fiscal year 1981 under Section 221 
(Program Accounts 01 and 05) of the 
Economic Opportunity Act (EOA) and 
which meets the evaluative criteria 
outlined in pargaraph 4 of the Summary 
section of this notice. 

3. Grantees which received financial 
assistance for Rural Housing 
Development and Rehabilitation 
projects: In expanding the definition of 
“eligibilty entity” the amendments to the 
CSBG included those grantees who had 
received financial assistance under 
Section 222(a)(4) (Rural Housing 
Development and Rehabilitation) of the 
EOA in 1981. OCS has determined that 
no grantees were funded under this 
section in fiscal year 1981. 

4. Migrant and Seasonal Farmworker 


Organizations: Historically, migrant and « 


seasonal farmworker organizations 
frequently were funded through a 
system of conduits, that is, a grant was 
made to a lead organization which 
entered into delegate agency agreements 


with other organizations to carry out 
part of the work program. OCS under 
the transition provisions of the CSBG is 
charged with providing funding directly 
to migrant and seasonal farmworker 
organizations only in States which did 
not choose to operate programs under 
the CSBG in fiscal year 1982 and to 
distribute funds from a State’s allotment 
for use within that State. 

Therefore, where there is a conduit in 
a transition State which received fiscal 
year 1981 funding from CSA under Title 
IV (Program Account 18) and/or Section 
222(a)(1) (Program Accounts 12, 13, 14, 
15, 16, 17, 29, 39, 42, and 48), OCS will 
consider an application from such 
conduit when it proposes to expend the 
funds in the transition State or delegate 
part or all of its work program to 
delegate agencies located in transition 
States. If there is no conduit eligible to 
serve as the grantee for a migrant and 
seasonal farmworker organization 
which had previously received funds as 
a delegate agency, this delegate agency 
may apply directly for a grant if it meets 
the evaluative critieria outlined in 
paragaraph 4 of the Summary section of 
this notice. 

OCS also will consider an application 
from any other migrant and seasonal 
farmworker organization which had 
received fiscal year 1981 funding 
directly from CSA under the above- 
mentioned Program Accounts. 

B. Application Process 

An organization which believes it is 
eligible to be funded under the transition 
provisions of the CSBG will submit a 
copy of the following: 

1. SF-424, Federal Assistance 

2. CSA From 419, Summary of Work 


Programs and Budget 
3. CSA Form 325, Program Account 


_ Budget 


4. Documentation supporting 
organization's claim of eligibility and 
previous level of funding, e.g. a copy of 
the organization's fiscal year 1981 CSA 
Form 314, a copy of the fiscal year 1981 
delegate agency agreement with level of 
funding, a copy of the fiscal year 1981 
work program, etc. 

5. When delegating projects also 
provide information regarding the 
agency or agencies to be funded and the 
funding level(s). 

(Note: The Office of Management and 
Budget approval for the forms and other 
information cited above has expired. HHS 
will submit a clearance request to OMB as 
required by the Paperwork Reduction Act of 
1980.) 


The work program should cover a 
twelve month operating period. 
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Due to the reduction in program funds, 
the funding level for fiscal year 1982 will 
be less than in fiscal year 1981. Funding 
levels will depend on the fiscal year 
1982 appropriation levels for the 
Community Services Block Grant. 
However, the requested level of funding 
should be submitted based on the fiscal 
year 1981 level on which the 
organization’s eligibility is based, that 
is: 

For Limited Purpose Agencies who 
performed the functions of a CAA in 
fiscal year 1981 this would be the 
organization's fiscal year 1981 Level of 
Approved Program (LAP). 

For grantees which received financial 

' assistance under Section 221 of the EOA 
in FY 1981 this would be funds the 
organization received in FY 1981 under 
Program Accounts 01 and 05. 

For migrant and seasonal farmworker 
organizations this would be funds 
received under Program Account 18 
and/or Program Accounts 12, 13, 14, 15, 
16, 17, 29, 39, 42, and 48. 


C. Funding Process 


Grantees will receive transition grants 
at the end of their current CSA-funded 
grant period. If the CSA grant 
terminated prior to receipt of this letter, 
an eligible organization will receive a 
transition grant at the earliest possible 
date. 

Applications should be submitted to 
the appropriate OCS Regional Close Out 
Manager at least 45 days in advance of 
the proposed effective date of the grant. 
Application forms and the complete text 
of the legislation can be obtained from 
the Regional Close Out Manager. 


APPENDIX A.—LIST OF STATES WHICH HAVE 
NoT QUALIFIED FOR THE:CSBG As OF JANU- 
ARY 1982 


Appendix B.—OCS Regional Close Out 
Managers 


Region I.—Ernie Ladeira, OCS—Federal 
Building, Rm. 1313, Boston, 
Massachusetts 02203, (617) 223-4080 

Region IL—Milt Pulakos, OCS—26 
Federal Plaza, Rm. 3230, New York, 
New York 10007, (212) 264-8605 

Region IIl.—Carolyn Kirk, OCS—P.O. 
Box 160, 9th and Market Street, 


. 


Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19105, 
(215) 597-1188 

Region IV.—Charles Moore, OCS—101 
Marietta Street, NW., 25th Floor, 
Atlanta, Georgia 30333, (404) 881-5371 

Region V.—Otis Mitchell, OCS—300 So. 
Wacker Drive, 26th Floor, Chicago, 
Illinois 60606, (312) 353-4367 

Region VI.—Roy Harlan, OCS—1114 
Commerce Street, Rm. 522, Dallas, 
Texas 75202, (214) 767-6131 

Region VII.—Leroy Vokins, OCS—601 
East 12th Street, Rm. 207, Kansas City, 
Missouri 64106, (816) 374-3861 

Region VIII.—Morris Lewis, OCS— 
Federal Office Bldg., Rm. 1185, 
Denver, Colorado 80294, (303) 837- 
3503 

Region IX.—Calvin Williams, OCS—450 
Golden Gate Avenue, Box 36008, San 
Francisco, California 94102, (415) 556- 


5400 

Region X.—Charles Chong, OCS—1321 
Second Avenue, Seattle, Washington 
98101, (206) 442-9610 


APPENDIX C.—PROGRAM ACCOUNT CODES 


Description 


[FR Doc. 82-4067 Filed 2~16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4150-04-M 


DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND 
URBAN DEVELOPMENT 


Office of the Secretary 
[Docket No. N-82-1111] 


President's Commission on Housing; 
Schedule of Meetings 


The President's Commission on 
Housing announces a tentative schedule 
of meetings for the Commission through 
April 16, 1982 (Appendix A). The Full 
Commission Meeting, originally 
scheduled for February 16, has been 
cancelled, Due to the possibility of 
changes, those persons interested in 
attending the meetings should call the 
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Commission offices to confirm the date, 
location and time of each meeting. All 
Commission and Committee meetings 
are open to the public. 

Further information may be obtained 
by calling Jean M. Freeze, President's 
Commission on Housing, 730 Jackson 
Place, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20503 
(202) 395-5832. 

(Sec. 10({a)(2), Federal Advisory Committee 
Act, as amended (5 U.S.C. App. I) 

Issued at Washington, D.C., February 11, 

1982. 

Samuel R. Pierce, Jr., 

Secretary, Department of Housing and Urban 
Development. 


Appendix A.—The President's 
Commission on Housing 


Tentative Schedule of Meetings Through 
April 16, 19821 


Date, Commission/Committee, Place 
and Time 


Wednesday, February 24; Full 
Commission Meeting, NEOB, Room 
2010, Washington, D.C.; 7:00 p.m. 

Thursday, February 25; Full Commission 
Meeting, NEOB, Room 2010, 
Washington, D.C.; 9:00 a.m. 

Friday, February 26; Full Commission 
Meeting, NEOB, Room 2010, 
Washington, D.C.; 9:00 a.m.” 

Tuesday, March 23; Full Commission 
Meeting, NEOB, Room 2010, 
Washington, D.C.; 9:00.a.m. 

Thursday, April 15; Full Commission 
Meeting, NEOB, Room 2010, 
Washington, D.C.; 9:00 a.m. 

Friday, April 16; Full Commission 
Meeting, NEOB, Room 2010, 
Washington, D.C.; 9:00 a.m. 

[FR Doc. 82-4168 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4210-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
Bureau of Land Management 
[Serial No. !-1542] 


idaho; Partial Termination of 
Classification for Multipie-Use 
Management 


February 8, 1982. 

1. Pursuant to authority delegated to 
me by Bureau Order No. 701, dated-July 
23, 1964 (29 FR 10526), I hereby 
terminate the Bureau of Land 
Management Multiple-Use Classification 
Order dated June 14, 1968, (Serial No. I- 


Meetings, dates, times, and locations are subject 
to change. Confirmation of the above information 
should be obtained prior to attendance at a meeting 
by calling the Commission offices at (202)'395-5832. 
* This meeting will be held only if Commission 

business is not completed on February 24 and 25. 
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1542) published in the Federal Register 
June 28, 1968, (Vol. 33, No. 126, 33 FR 
9513) insofar as it affects the lands 
described below: 
Boise Meridian 
All unappropriated public land within the 
following-described subdivisions: 
T.10S., R. 30E., 
Secs. 7, 17, 18, 19, 20 and 28 to 33 inclusive. 
T.115S., R. 30E., 
Secs. 4, 6, and 9. ~ 
T.8S., R. 31 E., 
Secs. 34, 35 and 36. 
T.95S.,R. 31 E., 
Secs. 1, 2, 3, 10, 11 to 14 inclusive, 23 to 26 
inclusive, 35 and 36. 
T. 10 S., R. 31 E., 
Secs. 1 and 12. 
T. 12 S., R. 31 E., 
Secs, 13, 24 and 25. 
T.8S., R. 32 E., 
Secs. 31 and 32, those portions outside the 
Ft. Hall Indian Reservation. 
T.95S.,R. 32E., 
All public lands outside the Ft. Hall 
Reservation. 
T. 10S., R. 32 E., 
Secs. 1 to 17 inclusive, 18, 19 and 20 to 36 
inclusive. 
T.115S., R. 32 E., 
Secs. 1 to 30 inclusive and 32 to 36 
inclusive. : 
T.12S.,R. 32E., 
Secs. 1 to 5 inclusive, 7 to 30 inclusive, and 
32 to 36, inclusive. 
T. 10S., R..33 E., 
Secs. 5 to 8 inclusive, 17, 18, 19, 20, 29, 30, 
31 and 32. 
T..11S., R. 33 E., 
Secs. 5 to 8 inclusive, 17 to 20 inclusive, 30 
and 31. 
T. 10S., R. 34E., 
Secs. 10 to 15 inclusive, 16, 21, 22 to 28 
inclusive, 33 and 34. 
T.11S., R. 34E., 
Secs. 5, 18, 17, 20, 29 and 32. 
T. 10 S., R35 E., 
Secs. 7 and 18. 
The unappropriated public land area within 
the described subdivisions aggregates 
approximately 74,400 acres in Power County. 


2. The segregative effect on the lands 
described in this order will terminate 
February 17, 1982 provided by the 
regulations in 43 CFR 2461.5(c)(2). 

3. At 7:45 a.m. on March 16, 1982, the 
described lands will be open to 
operation of the public land laws 
generally, subject to valid existing 
rights, the provisions of existing 
withdrawals and the requirements of - 
applicable law. All valid applications 
received at or prior to 7:45 a.m. on 
March 15, 1982, will be considered 
simultaneously filed at that time. Those 
received thereafter shall be considered 
in the order of filing. The land has been 
and continues to be open to the mining 
and mineral leasing laws. 

Inquiries concerning the lands should 
be addressed to the Chief, Branch of 
Lands and Minerals Operations, Bureau 


of Land Management, Federal Building, 
Box 042, Boise, Idaho 83724. 

Clair M. Whitlock, 

State Director. 

[FR Doc. 82-4068 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 


Coal Lease Offerings, Uinta— 
Southwestern Utah Federal Coal 
Production Region; Utah 


January 20, 1982. 

Department of the Interior, Bureau of 
Land Management, Utah State Office, 
University Club Building, 136 East South 
Temple, Salt Lake City, Utah 84111. 
Notice is hereby given that certain coal 
resources in the tracts described below 
in Emery, County, Utah, will be offered 
for competitive lease by sealed bid of 
$1,170 or more per acre for Emery North 
Tract, $990 or more per acre for the 
Kingston Tract, $2,420 or more per acre 
for Emery Central Tract, and $430 or 
more for Emery South Tract followed by 
oral auction to the qualified bidder of 
the highest cash amount per acre in 
accordance with the provisions of the 
Mineral Leasing Act of 1920 (41 Stat. 
437) as amended, and the Department of 
Energy Organization Act of August 4, 
1977 (91 Stat. 565, 42 U.S.C. 7101). The 
sale will be held at 1:00 p.m., February 
25, 1982, in Room 113 of the Salt Palace, 
100 South West Temple, Salt Lake City, 
Utah. No bids received after 12:00 p.m., 
February 25, 1982, will be considered. 

Coal Offered: Emery North Tract, U- 
50043. 

Of the coal resource to be offered 
about 10,970,000 tons is recoverable by 
surface mining methods and about 


10,782,000 tons by underground methods. 


The following lands offered are located 
approximately 1% miles east of Emery, 
Utah: 


T. 22 S., R. 6 E., SLM, Utah, 

Sec. 1, lots 1, 2, S4NE%, SE%; 

Sec. 10, SE%4SE%; 

Sec. 11, NE%, SEANW%, E%SE%; 

Sec. 12, NE%, S%; 

Sec. 13, E4%, NXZNW%, SWY%NW%, 
lw2SEYNW%, S4%2NE“SW%, 
WSW, SE“SW%; 

Sec. 14, SW%NW%, NW%4SW%, 
SE“SW %, S¥%SE%; 

Sec. 15, NE%sNE%; 

Sec. 23, NEANW%. 


Containing 2,001.00 acres—Emery County. 


Coal in the tract is contained in the 
Ferron Sandstone Member of the 
Mancos Shale formation. Total 
recoverable reserves by surface mining 
methods are estimated to be 7,910,000 
tons in the I-] Seam and 3,060,000 tons 
in the C-D Seam. Total recoverable 
reserves by underground mining 
methods are estimated to be 2,878,000 
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tons in the -] Seam and 7,904,000 tons 
in the C-D Seam. 

Coal in the surface minable portion in 
the I-] Seam averages 7.1 feet in 
thickness and coal in the underlying C- 
D Seam average 7.0 feet. Coal in the 
underground minable portion in the I-] 
Seam averages 13.0 feet in thickness and 
coal in the underlying C-D Seam 
averages 7.0 feet. The seams are 
separated by 135 to 173 feet. 

Coal quality is expected to average 
for both seams on an as received basis, 
10,056 Btu/Ib. with 22.01 percent ash, 
and 0.96 percent sulfur. The coal ranks 
as high-volatile B bituminous. 

Coal Offered: Kingston Tract, U- 
50044. 

The coal resource to be offered is 
recoverable by underground methods in 
the following lands, located 
approximately 2 miles southeast of 
Emery, Utah: 

T. 22 S., R. 6 E., SLM, Utah, 

Sec. 22, SWY%4NW%, N%SW%, SEXSW 4s. 

Containing 160.00 acres—Emery County. 


Coal in the tract is contained in the 
Ferron Sandstone member of the 
Mancos Shale formation. Total 
recoverable reserves are estimated to be 
2,268,000 tons of which 1,512,000 tons 
are in the I-] Seam and 756,000 tons are 
in the C-D Seam. 

Coal in the I-] Seam averages 12.0 feet 
in thickness, actually the seam is thicker 
however recovery above a 12.0 height is 
considered, impractical, and coal in the 
underlying C-D Seam averages 6.0 feet. 
The seams are separated by about 140 
feet. 

Coal quality is expected to average 
for both seams, on an as received basis, 
10,056 Btu/Ib. with 22.01 percent ash and 
0.96 percent sulphur. The coal ranks as 
high volatile B bituminous. 

Coal Offered: Emergy Central Tract, 
U-50045. 

The coal resource to be offered is 
recoverable by surface methods in the 
following lands, located approximately 
four miles southeast of Emery, Utah: 


T. 22 S., R. 6 E., SLM, Utah, 
Sec. 34, S%; 
Sec. 35, all. 
T. 23 S., R. 6 E., SLM, Utah, 
Sec. 3, all; 
Sec. 4, lot 1, SE4%4ANE%, E%*SE%; 
Sec. 10, all; 
Sec. 11, W%E%, W%; 
Sec. 15, NW%NE%, NEXZNW'. 


Containing 2,967.65 acres—Emery County. 


Coal in the tract is contained in the 
Ferron Sandstone Member of the 
Mancos Shale. Total recoverable 
reserves are estimated to be 38,490,000 
tons of which 37,800,000 tons are in the 
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C-D Seam and 690,000 tons in the -] 
Seam. 

Coal in the I-J Seam averages 5.6 feet 
in thickness and coal in the underlying 
C-D Seam averages 12.4 feet thick. The 
seams are separated by from 100 to 117 
feet. Mineable ‘portions of the I-J Seam 
have from 50 to 100 feet of overburden. 

Coal quality is expected to average 
for both seams, on an as received basis, 
11,000 Btu/Ib. with 14.3 percent ash and 
0.8 percent sulphur. The coal ranks as 
high volatile B bituminous. 

Coal Offered: Emery South Tract, U- 
50046. 

The coal resource to be offered is 
recoverable by underground methods in 
the following lands, located 
approximately 12 miles south of Emery, 
Utah: 5 


T. 24S., R. 6 E., SLM, Utah, 
Sec. 4, lots 4-7, SW%4NE™%, SA2NW%, 
N%SW%, NW%SE%, 
Sec. 5, lots 1, 2, 7, 8, S4NE%, N¥%SE%. 


Containing 748.49 acres—Emery County. 


Coal in the tract is contained in the 
Ferron Sandstone Member of the 
Mancos Shale. Total recoverable 
reserves are estimated to be 5,360,000 
tons of which 1,270,000 tons are in the I 
Seam and 4,090,000 tons are in the A 
Seam. 

Coal in the I Seam averages 8.7 feet‘in 
thickness and coal in the underlying A 
Seam averages 10.5 feet. The seams are 
separated by from 180 to 240 feet. 

Coal quality for both seams averages, 
on an as received basis, 12,322 Btu/Ib., 
7.5 percent ash and 0.82 percent sulfur. 
The coal ranks as high volatile B 
bituminous. 

Rental and Royalty: Leases issued as 
a result of this offering will provide for 
payment of an annual rental of $3.00 per 
acre and a royalty payable to the United 
States of 8.0 percent of the value of coal 
produced by underground methods and 
12.5 percent of any coal produced by 
strip or auger mining methods. The 
value of coal shall be determined by 
accordance with 30 CFR 211.63. 

Notice of Availability: Bidding 
instructions for each tract offered are 
included in the Detailed Statements of 
Lease Sale. Copies of the Statements 
and of the proposed coal leases are 
available at the Utah State Office. Case 
file documents are also available for 
public inspection. 

Robert E. Anderson, 

Division of Operations. 

[FR Doc. 82-4128 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 


Montrose District Grazing Advisory 
Board; Meeting 


Notice is hereby given in accordance 
with Pub. L. 92-463 that a meeting of the 
Montrose District Grazing Advisory 
Board will be held on March 17, 1982. 
The meeting will convene at 10:00 a.m. 
in the conference room of the Bureau of 
Land Management Office, 2465 South 
Townsend, Montrose, Colorado. 

The agenda for the meeting will 
include: (1) Election of officers (2) 
briefing and discussion on 
implementation of the Gunnison Basin 
Rangeland program (3) the expenditures 
of advisory board funds for range 
improvements (4) arrangements for the 
next meeting. 

The meeting is open to the public. 
Interested persons may make oral 
statements to the board between 3:00 
and 4:30 on March 17, 1982, or file 
written statements for the board’s 
consideration. Anyone wishing to make 
an oral statement must notify the 
District Manager, Bureau of Land 
Management, P.O. Box 1269, Montrose, 
Colorado 81402, by March 12, 1982. 
Depending on the number of persons 
wishing to make oral statements, a per 
person time limit may be established by 
the District Manager. 

Summary minutes of the board 
meeting will be maintained in the 
District Office and be available for 
public inspection and reproductions 
(during regular business hours) within 30 
days following the meeting. 

Marlyn V. Jones, 

District Manager. 

[FR Doc. 82-4130 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-64-M 


[Nev-049768, et al.] 


Nevada; Classifications Vacated 


February 8, 1982. 

Pursuant to the authority designated 
by Bureau Order 701 and amendments 
thereto, small tract classifications Nev— 
049768, Nev-049787, Nev-049789, Nev— 
049819, Nev-049820, Nev-049822, Nev- 
049840, Nev-049905, Nev-049911 and 
Nev-065115 are hereby vacated in their 
entireties. The following townships are 
affected: 


Mount Diablo Meridan, Nevada 


T. 18 N., R. 19 E. 
T. 20N., R. 19 E. 
T.17N., R. 20E. 
T.18N., R. 20E. 
T. 19 N., R. 20 E. 
T. 18N., R. 24 E. 
T. 17 N., R. 35 E. 


The land affected comprises 
approximately 1405.91 acres in Nevada 
(5 acres in Churchill County, 10 acres in 
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Lyon County and 1,390.91 acres in 
Washoe County). 

The Small Tract Act was repealed by 
section 702 of the Federal Land Policy 
and Management Act of 1976. 
Accordingly, the classifications are no 
longer applicable ‘and are hereby 
terminated. The segregative effect of the 
classification orders are removed upon 
publication of this notice in the Federal 
Register (February 17, 1982). 

Edward F. Spang, 

State Director, Nevada. 

[FR Doc. 82-4124 Filed 2-16-62; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-84-M 


National Park Service 


National Capital Parks-East, 
Availability of Environmental 
Assessment and Public Hearing 


The National Park Service has 
prepared an Environmental Assessment 
for the Kenilworth Park and Aquatic 
Gardens Development Concept Plan. 
This assessment has been undertaken to 
direct future managment and use of the 
area. 

The document includes a description 
of the environment, description of 
alternatives developed to answer the 
needs and objectives of the park, and an 
assessment of the impacts associated 
with each of the alternatives. 

Two public hearings on this issue will 
be held. The first on March 4, at 7:30 
p.m. in the Thomas Elementary School 
Auditorium, Anacostia Avenue and 
Grant Street, NE., and the second on 
March 6, at 10:30 a.m. in the Auditorium 
of the National Arboretum. 

Written comments on this assessment 
are invited and will be accepted until 
April 5, 1982. Comments should be 
addresses to the Superintendent, 
National Capital Parks-East, 1900 
Anacostia Drive, SE., P.O. Box 38104, 
Washington, D.C. 20020. 

Copies of the assessment can be 
obtained by writing the Superintendent. 


Dated: February 5, 1982. 
Robert Stanton, 
Acting Regional Director, National Capital 
Region. 
[FR Doc. 82-4150 Filed 2-16-62; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-70-M 


National Park System Advisory Board, 
History Areas Committee; Meeting 


Notice is hereby given in accordance 
with the Federal Advisory Committee 
Act that a meeting of the History Areas 
Committee of the National Park System 
Advisory Board will be held on 
Thursday, March 11, 1982, commencing 
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at 8 p.m. at Homestead Holiday Inn, U.S. 


#1, Homestead, Florida. 

The purpose of the Advisory Board is 
to advise the Secretary of the Interior on 
matters relating to the National Park 
System and the administration of the 
Historic Sites Act of 1935. At this 
meeting the History Areas Committee of 
the National Park System Advisory 
Board will meet to consider potential 
National Historic Landmarks as follows: 

1. Hughes Flying Boat “The Spruce 
Goose” Long Beach, California. 

2. Scripps Institute (original building), 
La Jolla, California. 

3. Taliesin West, Scottsdale, Arizona. 

4. USS Nautilus, currently at Mare 
Island, California. 

5. Central High School, Little Rock, 
Arkansas. 

6. American Legation Building, 
Tangier, Morocco. 

7. Pietro Botto House, Paterson, New 
Jersey. 

The formal recommendations of the 
- Committee will be made to the National 
Park System Advisory Board at its 
meeting on March 12 and 13, at the 
Homestead Holiday Inn, Homestead, 
Florida. No formal action of the 
Secretary of the Interior will be sought 
until after the Advisory Board has 
considered the recommendations of the 
Advisory Board and acted thereon. 

The meeting will be open to the 
public. However, facilities and space to 
accommodate membe?s of the public are 
limited and persons will be 
accommodated on a first-come, first- 
served basis. Any member of the public 
may file with the committee a written 
statement concerning the matters to be 
discussed. 

Persons wishing further information 
concerning the meetigg, or who wish to 
submit written statements, may contact 
Mr. Benjamin Levy, Acting Chief, 
History Division, National Park Service, 
Washington, D.C. at (202) 523-0089. 
Minutes of the meeting will be available 
for public inspection 4 to 6 weeks after 
the meeting in room 4141, 1100 L Street, 
NW., Washington, D.C. 

Dated: February 10, 1982. 

Jean C. Henderer, 

Chief, Cooperative Activities Division, 
National Park Service. 

[FR Doc. 82-4148 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am} 

BILLING CODE 4310-70-M 


National Park System Advisory Board; 
Meeting 


Notice is hereby given in accordance 
with the Federal Advisory Committee 
Act that meetings of the National Park 


—~ System Advisory Board will be held at 


Everglades National Park, Homestead, 
Florida, March 10, 11, 12 and 13, 1982. 

The purpose of the Advisory Board is 
to advise the Secretary of the Interior on 
matters relating to the National Park 
System. 

The members of the Advisory Board 
are: Dr. Robin Winks (Chairman), New 
Haven, CT; Dr. Douglas Anderson, 
Providence, RI; Dr. Kathleen Abrams, 
Miami Shores, FL; Mr. D. Lindsay Pettus, 
Lancaster, SC; Dr. Asa C. Sims, Jr., New 
Orleans, LA; Dr. Edgar Wayburn, San 
Francisco, CA; Hon. Gordon Allott, 
Englewood, CO; Mr. Charles Cushman, 
Sonoma, CA; Mr. Fred E. Hummel, 
Sacramento, CA; Mr. Raymond J. Nesbit, 
Sacramento, CA; Hon. Keith Sebelius, 
Norton, KS; and Mr. Alan J. Underberg, 
Rochester, NY. 

On March 10 and 11 the Advisory 
Board will be on field trips to Big 
Cypress National Preserve, Biscayne 
National Park, and Everglades National 
Park. On March 12 and 13, the Advisory 
Board will meet in general business 
sessions starting at 9:00 AM at the 
Homestead Holiday Inn, U.S. #1, 
Homestead, Florida, to consider 
administrative matters pertaining to the 
Board; receive and discuss several task 
force reports; consider and make 
recommendations on proposed national 
historic landmark designations; and 
review and discuss policy and 
management issues affecting the 
National Park System. 

The meetings wil be open to the 
public. However, members of the public 
wishing to participate in the field trips 
must provide their own transportation. 
Space and facilities to accommodate 
members of the public at the business 
sessions of the meeting are limited and 
persons will be accommodated on a 
first-come-first-served basis. Any 
member of the public may file with the 
Advisory Board a written statement 
concerning matters to be discussed. 
Persons wishing further information 
concerning this meeting or who wish to 
submit written statements may contact 
Shirley Luikens, Advisory Boards and 
Commissions, National Park Service, 
Washington, D.C 20240 (202-343-2012). 

Summary minutes of the meeting will 
be available for public inspection 10 to 
12 weeks after the meeting in Room 
3416, Interior Building, Washington, DC. 


Dated: February 10, 1982. 
Jean C. Henderer, 
Chief, Cooperative Activities Division, 
National Park Service. 
[FR Doc. 82-4147 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4310-70-M 


National Register of Historic Places; 
Pending Nominations 

Nominations for the following 
properties being considered for listing in 
the National Register were received by 
the National Park Service before 
February 8, 1982. Pursuant to § 60.13 of 
36 CFR Part 60 written comments 
concerning the significance of these 
properties under the National Register 
criteria for evaluation may be forwarded 
to the National Register, National Park 
Service, U.S. Department of the Interior, 
Washington, DC 20243. Written 
comments should be submitted by 
March 4, 1982. 
Carol D. Shull, 
Acting Keeper of the National Register. 


CALIFORNIA 


Los Angeles County 
Pasadena, Reinway Court, 380 Parke St. 


ILLINOIS 


Clark County 

Marshall, Man/y-McCann House, 402 S. 4th 
St. 

Cook County 

Chicago, Griffiths, John W., Mansion, 3806 S. 
Michigan Ave. 

Jackson County 

Murphysboro, Hamilton, Robert W., House, 
203 S. 13th St. 

Madison County 

Alton, Yakel House and Union Brewery, 
1421-1431 Pearl St. 

Peoria County 

Peoria, Peoria Mineral Springs (Spring Hill), 
701 W. 7th Ave. 

Rock Island County 

Rock Island, Stauduhar House, 1608 21st St. 

Sangamon County 

Springfield, Hickox, Virgil, House, 518 E. 
Capitol Ave. 

Winnebago County 

— Jacoby, Lysander, House, 2 Jacoby 
Pl. 


INDIANA 


Adams County 

Decatur, Bowers, John S., House, 104 
Marshall St. 

Jasper County 

Wheatfield vicinity, Independence Methodist 
Church, SE of Wheatfield 

Miami County 

Peru vicinity, Paw Paw Church, Cemetery, 
and Bridge, Paw Paw Pike 


Wabash County 


_ North Manchester, North Manchester Planing 


and Band Saw Miill (J. A. Browne Company 
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Mill) 705 W. Main St. (mill) 706, 708 W. 
Grant St. and 202 N. High St. (houses) 


1OWA 


Des Moines County 

Burlington, Jagger-Churchill House, 201 
Spring St. 

Jones County 

Wyoming, Caulkins, Dr. Martin H., House 
and Office, Washington and Main Sts. 

Mahaska County 

Oskaloosa vicinity, Voorhees, John K., House, 
NW of Oskaloosa on IA 163 

Polk County 

Des Moines, Homestead Building, 303 Locust 
St. 

Scott County 

Riverdale, Brown, James, House, 424 State St. 


MINNESOTA 


Fillmore County 


Preston, Fillmore County Jail and Carriage 
House, Houston and Preston Sts. 


MISSOURI 


St. Louis (independent city) 


Chemical Building, 721 Olive St. 

Hargadine-McKittrick Dry Goods Building, 
911 Washington Ave. 

LIndell Real Estate Company Building, 1015 
Washington Ave. 


NEW HAMPSHIRE 


Merrimack County 

Concord, Foster, Reuben, House and Cleaves, 
Perley, House, 64 and 62 N St. St. 

NEW YORK 


Richmond County 

Staten Island, LaTourette House, Richmond 
Hill Rd. 

OKLAHOMA 


Bryan County 

Caddo, Arnold and Attaway Building 

Cleveland County 

Norman, McFarlin Memorial Methodist ° 
Church, 419 S. University Blvd. 

Coal County 

Lehigh vicinity, Smallwood, Benjamin 
Franklin, House, W of Lehigh 

Garvin County 

en First National Bank, 100 W. Main 

t 


Wynnewood, Hargis-Mitchell-Cochran 
House, 204 E. Robert S. Kerr 


Jefferson County 
Ringling vicinity, San Bernardo (Taovayas 
Village) 
Kay County 
— City, Attucks High School, 1001 S. 12th 
t. 


Ponca City, Donahoe, Daniel j., House, 302 S. 
7th St. 


Oklahoma County 

Oklahoma City, Heierding Building, 35 
Harrison Ave. 

Oklahoma City, Walcourt Building, 1401 NE. 
Walnut Ave. 

Osage County 

Bartlesville vicinity, Woolaroc Lodge, SW of 
Bartlesville 

OREGON 


Jackson County 

Medford, Pacific Telephone and Telegraph 
Company Building, 145 N. Bartlett St. 

Linn County 

Albany vicinity, Hamilton, Joseph, Farm 
Group, 30021 Tangent Dr. 

SOUTH CAROLINA 


Berkeley County 

Huger vicinity, Cainhoy Historic District, SE 
of Huger 

Greenwood County 

Greenwood, Vance-Maxwell House, 158 E. 
Cambridge St. 

Laurens County . 


Clinton, Thornwell-Presbyterian Colleg 
Historic District, Presbyterian College 
campus 


SOUTH DAKOTA 


Brown County 


Frederick vicinity, Aurland United 
Norwegian Lutheran Church, SE of 
Frederick 


Clay County 

Vermillion, First Baptist Church of 
Vermillion, 101 E. Main St. 

Custer County 

Custer, First National Bank Building, 6th and 
Mt. Rushmore Rd. 

Marshall County 

Veblen vicinity, Palestine Evangelical 
Lutheran Church, NE of Veblen 

Stanley County 

Fort Pierre, Carr, Jefferson Davis, House, 236 
W. 2nd Ave. 

Yankton County 


Yankton, Bruce-Donaldson House, 313 Pine 
St. 

Yankton, Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul 
Depot, 8th and Douglas Sts. 

Yankton, Ellerman, Arthur C., House, 708 W. 
5th St. 

Yankton, Yankton College Historic District, 
12th and Douglas Sts. 

[FR Doc. 82-4149 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am} 

BILLING CODE 4310-70-™ 


INTERNATIONAL COMMUNICATION 
AGENCY 


United States Advisory Commission 
on Public Diplomacy; Meeting 


A meeting of the U.S. Advisory 
Commission on Public Diplomacy will 
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be held on March 8, 1982 from 10:30 AM 
to 4:00 PM in Room 600, 1750 
Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., 
Washington, D.C. The Commission will 
discuss the activities and programming 
policies of the Associate Directorate for 
Programs and the Associate Directorate 
for Broadcasting of the U.S. 
International Communication Agency. 
Please call Elizabeth Fahl, (202) 724— 
9244, if you are interested in attending 
the meeting. 

Jane S. Grymes, 

Management Analyst, Management 
Analysis/Regulations Staff, Associate 
Directorate for Management, International 
Communication Agency. 

[FR Doc. 82-4129 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 6230-01-M 


New Directions Advisory Committee; 
Meeting 


The New Directions Advisory 
Committee will meet on Friday, 
February 6, 1982, beginning at 12:15 p.m. 
The meeting will be held in Room 600, 
1750 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW., 
Washington, D.C. The first part of the 
meeting, from 12:15 p.m. to 1:15 p.m., will 
involve a general briefing for the 
Committee on Agency programs and 
policies. The second part of the meeting 
will be closed to the public because it 
will involve a discussion of sensitive 
foreign policy issues such as the 
appropriate United States response to 
Soviet disinformation activities. 
Premature disclosure of this information 
is likely to significantly frustrate 
implementation of proposed Agency 
action (5 U.S.C. 552b(c)(9)(B)) because 
there will be a discussion of future 
Agency policy and programs. 

Dated: February 13°1982. 

Gilbert A. Robinson, 
Acting Director. 


Determination To Close Part of the New 
Directions Advisory Committee Meeting 
of February 26, 1982 


Based on the information provided to 
the International Communication 
Agency by the New Directions Advisory 
Committee, I hereby determine that part 
of the meeting scheduled by the 
Committee for February 26, 1982, may be 
closed to the public. 

The second part of the meeting will 
involve a discussion of sensitive foreign 
policy issues such as the appropriate 
United States response to Soviet 
disinformation activities. Premature 
disclosure of this information is likely to 
significantly frustrate implementation of 
proposed Agency action (5 U.S.C. 
552b(c)(9)(B)) because there will be a 
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discussion of future Agency policy and 
programs. 

Dated: February 12, 1982. 
Gilbert A. Robinson, 
Acting Director. 
IFR Doc. 82-4340 Filed 2-16-42; 8:45 am| 
BILLING CODE 6230-01-M 
——————————————— 
INTERSTATE COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 


Motor Carrier Temporary Authority 
Application 


The following are notices of filing of 
applications for temporary authority 
under Section 10928 of the Interstate 
Commerce Act and in accordance with 
the provisions of 49 CFR 1131.3. These 
rules provide than an original and two 
(2) copies of protests to an application 
may be filed with the Regional Office 
named in the Federal Register 
publication no later than the 15th 
calendar day after the date the notice of - 
the filing of the application is published 
in the Federal Register. One copy of the 
protest must be served on the applicant, 
or its authorized representative, if any, 
and the protestant must certify that such 
service has been made. The protest must 
identify the operating authority upon 
which it is predicated, specifying the 
“MC” docket and “Sub” number and 
quoting the particular portion of 
authority upon which it relies. Also, the 
protestant shall specify the service it 
can and will provide and the amount 
and type of equipment it will make 
available for use in connection with the 
service contemplated by the TA 
application. The weight accorded a 
protest shall be governed by the 
completeness and pertinence of the 
protestant’s information. 

Except as otherwise specifically 
noted, each applicant states that there 
will be no significant effect on the 
quality of the human environment 
resulting from approval of its 
application. 

A copy of the application is on file, 
and can be examined at the ICC 
Regional Office to which protests are to 
be transmitted. 

applications seek authority to 
operate as a common carrier over 
routes except as otherwise noted. 
Motor Carriers of Property 
Notice No. F-189 

The following applications were filed 
in Region I: Send protests to: Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Regional 
Authority Center, 150 Causeway Street, 
Room 501, Boston, MA 02114. 

MC 160304 (Sub-1-1TA), filed January 
29, 1982. Applicant: APPLIED 
TECHNOLOGY TRANSPORTATION, 
INC., 25 South Shore Drive, P.O. Box 


548, Toms River, NJ 08753. 
Representative: George A. Olsen, P.O. 
Box 357, Gladstone, NJ 07934. 
Hazardous materials, and waste or 
scrap materials not identified by 
industry producing, between points in 
the U.S. Supporting shipper: Applied 
Technology, Inc., 25 South Shore Drive, 
Toms River, NJ 08753. 

MC 111625 (Sub-1-7TA), filed January 
28, 1982. Applicant: BERMAN’S MOTOR 
EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 1566, 
Binghamton, NY 13902. Representative: 
J. Edward Derrick (same as applicant). 
Iron and Steel articles from the facilities 
of Cives Steel Company at Conklin, NY 
to Calvert City, KY. Supporting shipper: 
Cives Steel Company, P.O. Box K, 
Conklin, NY 13748. 

MC 115099 (Sub-1-1TA), filed January 
28, 1982. Applicant: CAPE COD BUS 
LINES, INC., 11 Walker Street, 
Falmouth, MA 02540. Representative: 
Russell C. Palmer (same as applicant). 
Passengers and their baggage in charter 
and special operations between points 
in Dukes, Barnstable, Plymouth and 
Bristol Counties on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in the U.S. (including 
AK but excluding HI). Supporting 
shipper(s): There are fourteen support 
statements attached to this application 
which may be examined at the Regional 
Office of the ICC in Boston, MA. 

MC 146957 (Sub-1-1TA), filed 
February 1, 1982. Applicant: DACIANO 
A. SANTOS d.b.a. CONNECTICUT 
AIRPORT SERVICE, 17 Fairfield 
Avenue, Danbury, CT 06810. 
Representative: John E. Fay, Esq., 663 
Maple Avenue, West Hartford, CT 
06110. Passengers and their baggage 
between John F. Kennedy Airport, 
LaGuardia Airport, NY and Newark 
International Airport, NJ on the one 
hand, and, on the other, Fall River, New 
Bedford and Taunton, MA, Central Falls 
and Providence, RI. Supporting 
shipper(s): Sagres Travel Agency, Inc., 
652 Bedford Street, Fall River, MA; 
Mundial Travel Agency, Inc., 598 
Warren Avenue, E. Providence, RI 02914; 
Piques Travel Agency, Ltd., 1480 
Acushnet Avenue, New Bedford, MA; 
Eastside Travel Agency, Inc., 1143 
Newport Avenue, Pawtucket, RI 02861. 

MC 158936 (Sub-1-2TA), filed 
February 1, 1982. Applicant: DIESEL 
SERVICE, INC., d.b.a. D.S.1. 
TRANSPORTATION CO., 127 Bound 
Brook Court, Sewell, NJ 08080. 
Representative: Raymond A. Thistle, Irs 
Five Cottman Ct., Homestead Rd. & 
Cottman St., Jenkintown, PA 19046. 
Contract carrier: irregular route: 
Petroleum and its products, (1) from 
Philadelphia and Marcus Hook, PA, to 
points in the State of DE, Chestertown, 


MD and points in NJ on and south of 
U.S. Hwy 80; (2) from Gloucester and 
Paulsboro, NJ to points in the State of 
DE, and points in Delaware, 
Montgomery, Chester, Bucks, 
Philadelphia, Lehigh, Northampton, 
Lebanon and Lancaster Counties, PA; 
and (3) from Claymont, DE to points in 
NJ on and south of U.S. Hwy 80 and 
points in Delaware, Mon 

Chester, Bucks, Philadelphia, Lehigh, 
Northampton, Lebanon and Lancaster 
Counties, PA, under continuing 
contract(s) with Swann Oil, Inc., Bala 
Cynwyd, PA and Petroleum Heat & 
Power Co., Philadelphia, PA. Supporting 
shipper{s): Swann Oil, Inc., 130 
Presidential Blvd., Bala Cynwyd, PA 
19004; Petroleum Heat & Power Co., 3000 
Peltz Street, Philadelphia, PA 19146. 


MC 157611 (Sub-1-2-TA), filed 
January 28, 1982. Applicant: CHARLES 
A. GARLAND, 562 Main Street, 
Watertown, MA 02172. Representative: 
Wesley S. Chused, 15 Court Square, 
Boston, MA 02108. Paintings, statues, 
cultural artifacts, antiques, tapestries, 
objects of art, and materials, supplies 
and equipment used in the display or 
distribution of the foregoing, between 
Boston, MA and points in its 
Commercial Zone, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, New York, NY and points 
in its Commercial Zone. Supporting 
shippers: Institute of Contemporary Art, 
955 Boylston Street, Boston, MA 02115 
Sotheby Parke Bernet, 332 Clarendon 
Street, Boston, MA 02116; Hayden 
Gallery and M.LT. Committee on the 
Visual Arts, 77 Massachusetts Avenue, 
Cambridge, MA 02139. 


MC 148560 (Sub-1-6TA), filed 
February 1, 1982. Applicant: GOLD 
STARR, INC., 130 Davidson Avenue, 
Somerset, NJ 08873. Representative A. 
David Millner, 7 Becker Farm Road, P.O. 
Box Y, Roseland, NJ 07068. Contract 
carrier: irregular routes: Food and 
related products, from Vineland, NJ to 
points in ME, MA, NH, VT, RI, CT, NY, 
PA, MD, VA, OH, IN, IL, WI and MI, 
under continuing contracts(s) with 
Progresso Quality Foods, Vineland, NJ. 
Supporting shipper: Progresso Quality 
Foods, 500 Elmer Road, Vineland, NJ 
08360. 


MC 160343 (Sub-1-1-TA), filed 
February 1, 1982. Applicant: LIQUID 
LINES, INC., 565 Merrill Road, Pittsfield, 
MA 01201. Representative: Raymond A. 
Richards, 35 Curtice Park, Webster, NY 
14580. Petroleum and its 
between ports and points in NY and 
MA. Supporting shipper(s): Grande Oil & 
Gas Co., Inc., Simonds Road, 
Williamstown, MA 01267; Fuelon, Inc., 
600 Main St., Williamstown, MA 01267; 
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Sibley Heating Service, Inc., 185 East St., 
So. Hadley, MA 01075; R. M. O'Connell, 
Inc., P.O. Box 1387, Pittsfield, MA 01201. 

MC 160183 (Sub-1-2TA), filed January 
28, 1982. Applicant: LONE STAR 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 369 Passaic 
Avenue, Fairfield, NJ 07006. 
Representative: George A. Olsen, P.O. 
Box 357, Gladstone, NJ 07934. (1) New 
Furniture and (2) Materials, equipment, 
and supplies used in the manufacture of 
new furniture between the facilities 
used by Art Steel, Inc., its subsidiaries, 
divisions, or vendors at points in the 
U.S., on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in the U.S. Supporting shipper: 
Art Steel, Inc., 170 W. 233rd St., Bronx, 
NY 10463. 

MC 156428 (Sub-1-5TA), filed January 
28, 1982. Applicant: JACK MULA AND 
FRANK GUMINA, JR. d.b.a. MARSAN 
WAREHOUSING & 
TRANSPORTATION, Merrich Road, 
South Brunswick, NJ 08831. 
Representative: George A. Olsen, P.O. 
Box 357, Gladstone, NJ 07934. Contract 
carrier: irregular routes: (1) Plastic 
containers and (2) Materials, equipment, 
and supplies used in the manufacture of 
plastic containers, between South 
Brunswick, NJ and New Castle, DE, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in ME, NH, VT, MA, RI, CT, NY, NJ, PA, 
MA, DE, and VA, under continuing 
contract(s) with Hoover Universal, Inc., 
Nicholasville, KY. Supporting shipper: 
Hoover Universal, Inc., Route 4, State 
Road 29, Nicholasville, KY 40356. 

MC 160344 (Sub-1-iTA), filed 
February 1, 1982. Applicant: RENTRITE 
HAULAGE CORP., 5 Dakota Drive, Lake 
Success, NY 11042. Representative: Car! 
L. Haderer, 18 Summit Avenue, 
Montvale, NJ 07645. Contract carrier: 
irregular routes: Bakery products and, in 
connection therewith, materials, 
equipment and supplies used in the 
production, sale, and distribution of 
such products between points in the U.S. 
(excluding AK and HI) under continuing 
contract(s) with Entenmann’s, Inc. of 
Bay Shore, NY. Supporting shipper: 
Entenmann’s, Inc:, 1724 5th Avenue, Bay 
Shore, NY 17706. 

MC 160342 (Sub-1-1TA), filed 
February 1, 1982. Applicant: ALLAN B. 
ROBINS, d.b.a. ROBBBINS TRAILER 
SERVICE, Palmer Road, Monson, MA 
01057. Representative: David M. 
Marshall, Marshall and Marshall, 101 
State Street, Suite 304, Springfield, MA 
01103. Construction equipment, 
construction machinery and 
construction materials and supplies 
between points in CT, MA, NY and VT, 
on the one hand, and, on the other 
points in the U.S. in and east of TX, OK, 
KS, NE, SD and ND. Supporting 


shipper(s): There are 9 statements in 
support of this application which may 
be examined at the Regional Office of 
the ICC in Boston, MA. 

MC 153993 (Sub-1-3TA), filed January 
29, 1982. Applicant: TKN, INC., 1242 
Shawmut Avenue, New Bedford, MA 
02741. Representative: Michael F. 
Morrone, 1150 17th St., NW., Suite 1000, 
Washington, D.C. 20036. Contract 
carrier: irregular routes: Textile 
products, granite and granite products, 
armored electrical cable, flexible steel 
conduit, telephone wire, building wire, 
polyvinyl] chloride coated flexible 
conduit, range hoods, kitchen and 
bathroom fans, heaters, powered attic 
ventilators, central vacuum systems, 
door chimes, and trash compactors, (1) 
from New Bedford and Fall River, MA, 
Tifton, GA, Milwaukee, WI, Hamden, 
CT, and Barre, VT, to Grandview and St. 
Louis, MO, Dallas and Houston, TX, 
Baton Rouge, LA, Pittsburgh, Old Forge 
and Philadelphia, PA, Tampa and Ft. 
Lauderdale, FL, Elk Grove Village, IL, 
Minneapolis, MN, Atlanta and Norcross, 
GA, Cincinnati and Mansfield, OH, 
Chattanooga, TN, Richmond, VA, 
Denver, CO, Oklahoma City, OK, 
Spartenburg, SC, Chevy Chase, MD, 
Cerritos and San Francisco, CA, 
Scottsdale, AZ, Syracuse and New York, 
NY, Piscataway, NJ, Charlotte and 
Sanford, NC, Southington, CT, Kent, 
WA, and Milwaukee, WI; and (2) from 
Houston, TX, Minneapolis, MN, Atlanta, 
GA, Oklahoma City, OK, Spartenburg, 
SC, Old Forge, PA, Piscataway, NJ, 
Sanford, NC, New York, NY, Milwaukee, 
WI, and Wheeling, WV to New Bedford 
and Fall River, MA, Tifton, GA, 
Milwaukee, WI, Hamden, CT and Barre, 
VT, under continuing contract(s) with 
Nortek, Inc., Cranston, RI and its named 
subsidiaries. Supporting shipper: Nortek, 
Inc. 815 Reservoir Road, Cranston, RI 
02910, and its Subsidiaries: American 
Flexible Conduit Co., P.O. Box A-2094, 
New Bedford, MA 02741; Broan 
Manufacturing Company, Inc., P.O. Box 
140, 926 W. State Street, Hartford, WI 
53027; Duro Finishing Corporation, 110 
Chace Street, Fall River, MA 02724; 
Rock of Ages Corporation, P.O. Box 482, 
Barre, VT 05641; Whitney Blake, Inc., 
1565 Dixwell Avenue, Hamden, CT 
06514. 

MC 154631 (Sub-1-14TA), filed 
February 1, 1982. Applicant: 
TRANSPORT SPECIALISTS, INC., 545 
Front Street, Woonsocket, RI 02895. 
Representative: Richard J. Wood, Jr., 
(same as applicant). Contract carrier: 
irregular routes: (1) PVC Plastisol from 
Warren, RI to points in the U.S. (except 
AK and HI), and (2) Equipment, 
materials and supplies used in the 
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manufacture, distribution and sale of 
PVC Plastisol from the above-named 
destinations to the above-named origin 
under continuing contract(s) with Food 
Container Corporation of Warren, RI. 
Supporting shipper: Food Container 
Corporation, 79 Joyce Street, Warren, RI 
02885. 


MC 155869 (Sub-1-3TA), filed 
February 1, 1982. Applicant: UNITED 
STATES SERVICE CORPORATION, 170 
Main Street, Holyoke, MA 01040. 
Representative: James M. Burns, 1383 
Main Street, Suite 413; Springfield, MA 
01103. Contract Carrier: irregular routes: 
General commodities, except Classes A 
and B explosives, household goods and 
commodities in bulk and hazardous 
waste, between points in the U.S. under 
continuing contract(s) with Sheldon 
Forwarding Co., Inc. and United Freight 
Forwarders, Inc. of Holyoke, MA. 
Supporting shipper(s): Sheldon 
Forwarding Co., Inc., 170 Main Street, 
Holyoke, MA 01040; United Freight 
Forwarders, Inc., 170 Main Street, 
Holyoke, MA 01040. 


MC 143427 (Sub-1-2TA), filed January 
29, 1982. Applicant: WINSTON 
LIMOUSINE SERVICE, INC., 1650 
Sycamore Street, Drawer 507, Bohemia, 
NY 11716. Representative: Sidney J. 
Leshin, Esq., 3 East 54th Street, New 
York, NY 10022. Common carrier: 
regular routes: Passengers and their 
baggage, restricted to passengers having 
an immediately prior or subsequent 
movement by airplane: Route I— 
Commencing at the Governor Morris 
Inn, Whippany Road, Morristown, NJ, on 
Whippany Road to Columbus Turnpike; 
left on Columbus Turnpike to J. F. 
Kennedy Parkway— right on J. F. 
Kennedy Parkway to Route 24; east on 
Route 24 to Newark Airport, exiting 
from Newark Airport on Interstate 495; 
east on 495 through the Borough of 
Manhattan, City of New York—through 
Queens Midtown Tunnel to Interstate 
278; north on Interstate 278 to Astoria 
Boulevard; east on Astoria Boulevard to 
94th Street; north on 94th Street to 
LaGuardia Airport. Return in opposite 
direction. Route II—Commencing at the 
Governor Morris Inn, Whippany Road, 
Morristown, NJ, on Whippany Road to 
Columbus Turnpike; left on Columbus 
Turnpike to J. F. Kennedy Parkway— 
right on J. F. Kennedy Parkway to Route 
24; east on Route 24 to Newark Airport, 
exiting from Newark Airport on 
Interstate 95; south on Interstate 95 to 
Interstate 278; east on Interstate 278 
across the Verazzano Bridge to Ft. 
Hamilton Parkway (Brooklyn, NY); east 
on Ft. Hamilton Parkway to Linden 
Boulevard; east on Linden Boulevard to 
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Conduit Boulevard; east on Conduit 
Boulevard to J. F. Kennedy International 
Airport (Queens, NY); exiting from J. F. 
Kennedy International Airport on Van 
Wyck Expressway to Interstate 495 to 
Ronkonkoma Avenue exit; south on 
Ronkonkoma Avenue to MacArthur 
Airport, Islip, NY. Return in opposite 
direction. Supporting shipper(s): There 
are 21 statements in support of this 
application which may be examined at 
the Regional Office of the ICC in Boston, 
MA 


The following applications were filed 
in Region 2. Send protests to: ICC, Fed. 
Res. Bank Bldg., 101 North 7th St. Rm. 
620, Philadelphia, PA 19106 

MC 142723 (Sub-II-5TA), filed 
February 2, 1982. Applicant: BRISTOL 
CONSOLIDATORS, INC., 108 Riding 
Trail Lane, Pittsburgh, PA 15215. 
Representative: William A. Gray, 2310 
Grant Bldg., Pittsburgh, PA 15219. 
Contract; irregular: Foam furniture 
between Columbus, OH, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, pts. in the U.S., 
under continuing contract(s) with 
Alternatives Division of Colamco, Inc. of 
Columbus, OH, for 270 days. Supporting 
shipper: Alternatives Division of 
Colamco, Inc., 1529 Alum Creek Dr., 
Columbus, OH 43219. 

MC 158851 (Sub-II-4TA), filed 
February 1, 1982. Applicant: BULL'S EYE 
EXPRESS, RD 1, Box 68, Warren Center, 
PA 18851. Representative: John A. Sykas 
(same as applicant). Malt beverages and 
materials and supplies used in the 
manufacture of malt beverages, except 
in bulk, from Rochester, NY, 
Philadelphia PA, Baltimore, MD and 
Fort Wayne, IN to Manchester, NH for 
270 days. Supporting shipper(s) 
Amoskeag Beverages, Inc., Brookside 
West, Hooksett, NH 03106 

MC 153474 (Sub-II-2TA), filed 
February 2, 1982. Applicant: WAYNE 
THOMAS, d.b.a. C & W TRUCKING, 
Route 219, Box 59, Luthersburg, PA 
15848, Representative: Dwight L. 
Koerber, Jr., 110 North Second St., P.O. 
Box 1320, Clearfield, PA 16830. Traps 
and materials, equipment and supplies 
used in the production of traps, between 
the facilities of Montgomery Traps, Inc., 
at or near Mahaffey, PA, on the one 
hand,-and, on the other, points in the 
U.S. in and west of OH, KY, TN and AL, 
for 270 days. An underlying ETA seeks 

-120 days authority. Supporting shipper: 
Montgomery Traps, Inc., R.D. 1, P.O. Box 
121, Mahaffey, PA 15757. 

MC 152509 (Sub-II-23TA), filed 
February 2, 1982. Applicant: 
CONTRACT TRANSPORTATION 
SYSTEMS CO., 1370 Ontario St., 
Cleveland, OH 44101. Representative: J. 
L. Nedrich (same address as applicant). 


Contract: irregular: general commodities 
(except classes A & B explosives), 
between pts. in the U.S., under 
continuing contract(s) with 
Consolidation Unlimited, Memphis, TN, 
for 270 days. Supporting shipper: 
Consolidations Unlimited, P.O. Box 
18389, Memphis, TN 38118. 

MC 160280 (Sub-II-1TA), filed 
February 2, 1982. Applicant: FDD, INC., 
2020 Bruck St., Columbus, OH 43270. 
Representative: Owen B. Katzman, 1828 
L St., N.W., Suite 1111, Washington, D.C. 
20036. Contract: irregular: general 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, household goods, and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
CA, CO, GA, IL, NJ, NY, SC, TX, MA, 
and UT, under a continuing contract 
with The Distribution Division of 
Franklin Chemical Industries, Inc., for 
270 days. An underlying ETA seeks 120 
days authority. Supporting shipper: The 
Distribution Division, of Franklin 
Chemical Industries, Inc., P.O. Box 
07802, Columbus, OH 43207. 

MC 160392 (Sub-II-1TA), filed 
February 3, 1982. Applicant: FACTORY 
DIRECT SERVICE, 7767 Kyles Station 
Rd., Middletown, OH 45042. 
Representative: Tom Taylor (same as 
applicant). General Commodities, 
between pts. in OH, KY and IN, for 270 
days. Supporting shippers: There are 
five supporting shippers. Their 
statements may be examined at the ICC 
Regional Office, Philadelphia, PA. 

MC 145282 (Sub-II-8TA), filed 
February 3, 1982. Applicant: FALCON 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box K, Bird-in- 
Hand, PA 17505. Representative: James 
E. Brown, 36 Brunswick Rd., Depew, NY 
14043. Building materials, machinery 
and related commodities, metal 
products and materials, supplies and 
equipment used in the manufacture or 
distribution of such commodities, 
between pts. in AL, AR, CT, DE, DC, FL, 
GA, IL, IN, IA, KY, LA, ME, MD, MA, 
MI, MW, MS, MO, NH, NJ, NY, NC, OH, 
PA, RI, SC, TN, TX, VT, VA, WY and 
WI for 270 days. Supporting shipper(s): 
There are 10 supporting shippers. Their 
statements may be examined at the ICC 
Regional Office, Philadelphia, PA. 

MC 160061 (Sub-II-1TA), filed 
February 4, 1982. Applicant: GEAUGA 
TRANSFER SERVICE, INC., P.O. Box 
125, Middlefield, OH 44062. 
Representative: Lewis S. Witherspoon, 
2455 North Star Road, Columbus, OH 
43221. Contract: hi lar: Spent 
hydrochloric and sulphuric acid, ferrous 
sulphate, and ferrous chloride between 
points in IL, IN, MI, OH, NY, PA, and 
WI, under continuing contract(s) with 
By-Products Management of Ohio, Inc., 
Cleveland, OH, for 270 days. An 


underlying ETA seeks 120 days 
authority. Supporting shipper: By- 
Products Management of Ohio, Inc., 
17877 St. Clair Ave., Cleveland, OH 
44110. 


MC 153981 (Sub-II-2TA), filed 
February 4, 1982. Applicant: LEEWAY 
FLEET LINES, INC., 1321 Arch Street, 
Suite 1010, Philadelphia, PA 19107. 
Representative: Curtis Lee (same as 
applicant). Passengers and their 
baggage, in charter and special 
operations, beginning and ending at pts. 
in PA and extending to pts. in AL, AR, 
CT, DE, FL, GA, IL, IN, KY, LA, MA, MD, 
ME, MI, MS, NC, NH, NJ, NY, OH, RI, 
SC, TN, VA, VT, WV for 180 days. 
Supporting shippers: There are 10 
supporting shippers. Their statements 
may be examined at the ICC Regional 
Office, Philadelphia, PA. 


MC 109448 (Sub-II-20TA), filed 
February 2, 1982. Applicant: PARKER 
TRANSFER CO., P.O. Box 256, Elyria, 
OH 44036. Representative: David A. 
Turano, 100 E. Broad St., Columbus, OH 
43215. (1} Such commodities as are dealt 
in or used by manufacturers and 
distributors of heating and air 
conditioning units between points in 
Effingham County, IL; Frederick County, 
MD and Middlesex County, NJ, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 


- the U.S., (except AK and HI) and (2) 


transportation equipment between 
points in Erie County, NY, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, in the.U.S. 
(except AK and HI) for 270 days. 
Supporting shipper: Fedders Corp., 
Woodbridge Ave., Edison, NJ 07717. 

MC 160059 (Sub-II-1TA), filed 
February 3, 1982. Applicant: RAINBOW 
EXPRESS, INC., 4833 Middle Ridge 
Road, Perry, OH 44081. Representative: 
Lewis S. Witherspoon, 2455 North Star 
Road, Columbus, OH 43221. Contract: 
Irregular: Spent hydrochloric and 
sulphuric acid, ferrous sulphaté, and 
ferrous chloride between points in IL, 
IN, MI, OH, NY, PA, and WI for 270 
days, under continuing contract(s) with 
By-Products Management of Ohio, Inc., 
Cleveland, OH. An underlying ETA 
seeks 120 days authority. Supporting 
shipper: By-Products Management of 
Ohio, Inc., 17877 St. Clair Ave., 
Cleveland, OH 44110. 

MC 147549 (Sub-II-2TA), filed 
February 1, 1982. Applicant: ROADAIR 
LEASING, INC., 3999 Erie Ave., 
Cincinnati, OH 45208. Representative: 
David Earl Tinker, 1000 Connecticut 
Ave., N.W., Suite 1112, Washington, DC 
20036-5391. Soft drinks, concentrates, 
packaging materials, empty containers, 
and related materials, equipment and 
supplies, between Sunman, IN, on the 





one hand, and, on the other, points in 
OH, IN, KY, IL MI, PA, TN, VA, and 
WYV, under continuing contract(s) with 
Pri-Pak, Inc., of Sunman, IN, for 270 
days. An underlying ETA seeks 120 days 
authority. Supporting shipper: Pri-Pak, 
Inc., P.O. Box 450, Sunman, IN 47041. 

MC 2202 (Sub-II-29TA), filed February 
4, 1982. Applicant: ROADWAY 
EXPRESS, INC., Post Office Box 471, 
1077 Gorge Boulevard, Akron, OH 44309. 
Representative: William O. Turney, 7101 
Wisconsin Avenue, Suite 1010, 
Washington, DC 20014. Contract; 
irregular: General commodities (except 
those of unusual value, Classes A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, commodities in 
bulk, and those requiring special 
equipment) between points in the U.S. 
under continuing contract(s) with 
Montgomery Ward & Co., Chicago, IL, 
for 270 days. An underlying ETA seeks 
120 days authority. Supporting shipper: 
Montgomery Ward & Co., Montgomery 
Ward Plaza, Chicago, IL 60671. 

MC 160291 (Sub-II-1TA), filed January 
28, 1982. Applicant: TOTAL 
TRANSPORTATION TRUCKING, INC., 
P.O. Box 6931, Cleveland, OH 44101- 
1931. Representative: William J. Keely 
(same-as applicant). General 
commodities (except classes A & B 
explosives and household goods as 
defined by the Commission) having a 
prior or subsequent movement by rail, 
Between points in CT, DE, IL, IN, KY, 
MD, MA, MI, MO, NJ, NY, OH, PA, RI, 
TN, VA, WV, and DC. Supporting 
shippers Missouri Pacific Railroad 
Company, 210 No. 13th St., St. Louis, MO 
63103; Giant Eagle Markets, Inc., 101 
Kappa Drive, Pittsburgh, PA 15238; Tri- 
State Consolidators, Inc., 601 E. General 
Robinson St., Pittsburgh, PA 15212. 

MC 158613 (Sub-II-6TA), filed 
February 2, 1982. Applicant: TRICOR 
BUSINESS GROUP, INC., 1242 Tatamy 
Road, Easton, PA 18042. Representative: 
Roger D. Hershman, 22 Olde Mill Run, 
Medford, NJ 08055. Elliptic and semi 
elliptic tractor springs, and such 
commodities as are dealt in or used by 
manufacturers or distributors of 
automotive repair parts, between 
Pennsauken NJ on the one hand, and on 
the other, points in the U.S. for 270 days. 
Supporting shipper(s): Impex Industries, 
Inc., 1025 Thomas Bush Hwy, 
Pennsauken, ‘NJ 08110. 

The following applications were filed 
in Region 3. Send protests to ICC, 
Regional Authority Center, P.O. Box 
7600, Atlanta, GA 30357. 

MC 160364 (Sub-3-1TA), filed 
February 3, 1982. Applicant: W. L. 
SAVAGE d.b.a. SAVAGE TOUR AND 
CHARTER, P.O. Box 3367, Clayton, GA 


30525. Representative W. L. Savage 
(same address as applicant). Passengers 
and their baggage in. Charter Service 
between Rabun County, GA, and Knox 
County, TN. Supporting shippers: There 
are 5 statements of support attached to 
the application which may be reviewed 
at Atlanta, GA. ICC Regional Office. 

MC 150319 (Sub-3-2TA), filed 
February 3, 1982. Applicant: 
WILMINGTON EXPRESS, INC., Debtor 
In Possession, P.O. Box 540, Wilmington, 
NC 28402. Representative: Terrell C. 
Clark, P.O. Box 25, Stanleytown, VA 
24168. Metal roof decking and iron and 
steel coil, between the facilities of Roll 
Form Products, Inc. at Wilmington, NC, 
on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in AL, CT, DE, FL, GA, IN, KY, 
MA, ME, MD, NJ, NY, OH, OK, PA, RI, 
SC, TN, VA, and WV. Supporting 
Shipper: Roll Form Products, Inc., P.O. 
Box 1431, Wilmington, NC 28406. 

MC 146233 (Sub-3-4TA), filed 
February 4, 1982. Applicant: BOBBY 
REEVES CO.., INC., P.O. Box 576, 
Calhoun, GA 30701. Representative: 
Mark §. Gray, 235 Peachtree St., N.E., 
Ste. 1200, Atlanta, GA 30303. Contract, 
irregular: Zron and steel articles and 
materials, equipment and supplies used 
in the manufacture and distribution of 
iron and steel articles, between points 
in the US, under a continuing contract(s) 
with National-Standard Company of 
Niles, MI. Supporting shipper: National- 
Standard Company, 601 North 8th St., 
Niles, MI 49120. 

MC 135812 (Sub-3-2TA), filed 
February 4, 1982. Applicant: 
PROFESSIONAL DRIVER SERVICES, 
INC., 1631 Lebanon Road, Nashville, TN 
37210. Representative: James Martin . 
(same address as applicant). 
Transportation Equipment from 
Nashville, TN, Denton, TX and Newark, 
CA to Great Bend, KS, Wichita, KS, and 
Grand Island, NE. Supporting shipper: 
Doonan Truck and Equipment, Inc. 
Great Bend, KS 67530. * 

MC 143786 (Sub-3-4-TA), filed 
February 5, 1982. Applicant: HAL MAST 
TRUCKING COMPANY, INC., Route 1, 
Box 259, Sugar Grove, NC 28679. 
Representative: William P. Farthing, Jr., 
1100 Cameron-Brown Building, 
Charlotte, NC 28204. Contract: irregular: 
meat and meat products, between the 
facilities of Swift Independent Packing 
Company in the U.S. on the one hand, 
and, on the other, all points in the’U.S. 
under continuing contract with Swift 
Independent Packing Company. 
Supporting shipper: Swift Independent 
Packing Company, 115 West Jackson 
Boulevard, Chicago, IL 60604. 

MC 146180 (Sub-3-5TA), filed 
February 4, 1982. Applicant: QUALITY 
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EXCHANGE, INC., Route 4, Box 459-A, 
Kings Mountain, NC 28086. 
Representative: Eric Meierhoefer, Suite 
1000, 1029 Vermont Ave., NW, 
Washington, DC 20005. Contract carrier; 
irregular: textile mill products, between 
points in Dillon County, SC; Alamance 
and Guilford Counties, NC, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in 
Orange, Los Angeles and Ventura 
Counties, CA, under continuing 
contract(s) with Atlas Yarn Company, 
Inc., of Paterson, NJ. Supporting 
shipper(s): Atlas Yarn Company, Inc., 
P.O. Box A.E., Paterson, NJ 07509. 


MC 151790 (Sub-3-2TA), filed 
February 3, 1982. Applicant: FLEXIBLE 
FLYER TRANSIT CO., INC., 2010 S. 
Beltline Blvd., Columbia, SC 29201. 
Representative: Timothy C. Ross (same 
address as aplicant). Contract Carrier: 
Irregular: Rubber and plastic products 
between points within U.S. from or to 
facilities utilized by Anchor Continental, 
Inc. Supporting Shipper: Anchor 
Continental., Inc., 2000 S. Beltline Blvd., 
Columbia, SC 29201. 


MC 146496 (Sub-3-12TA), filed 
February 5, 1982. Applicant: JOSEPH 
MOVING & STORAGE CO., INC., d.b.a. 
ST. JOSEPH MOTOR LINES, 5724 New 
Peachtree Rd., Atlanta, GA 30341. 
Representative: Thomas H. Davis, St. 
Joseph Motor Lines, 5724 New Peachtree 
Rd. Atlanta, GA 30341. Contract carrier: 
irregular routes; general commodities, 
except household goods, under 
continuing contracts with United 
Forwarding Inc., between points in the 
U.S. Supporting shipper: United 
Forwarding Inc., 7000 Building, Suite 145, 
7000 West Center Road, Omaha, NE 
68106. 

The following applications were filed 
in region 4: Send protests to: ICC, 
Complaint and Authority Branch, P.O. 
Box 2980, Chicago, IL 60604. 

MC 15735 (Sub-4-6TA), filed February 
2, 1982. Applicant: ALLIED VAN LINES, 
INC., 2120 S. 25th Avenue, Broadview, IL 
60153. Representative: Richard V. 
Merrill, P.O. Box 4403, Chicago, IL 60680. 
Contract irregular: Household goods 
between points in the U.S. (except AK 
and HI) under a continuing contract 
with the Bendix Corporation. Supporting 
Shipper: Bendix Corporation, P.O. Box 
5060, Southfield, MI 48037. 

MC 106088 (Sub-4-2TA), filed 
February 2, 1982. Applicant: WM. O. 
HOPKINS INC., R.R. #1 Box 16A, 
Rensselaer, IN 47978. Representative: 
Edward G. Bazelon, 39 South La Salle 
Street, Chicago, IL 60603. Malt 
beverages and materials, equipment and 
supplies used in the manufacture and 
distribution of malt beverages, between 
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points in IN and OH. Supporting shipper: LA, MA, MD, ME, MI, MO, MS, NC, NE, 
Jasper County Distributors, Inc., 706 NH, NJ, NY, OH, OK, PA, RI, SC, TN, 
North Cullen Street, Rensselaer, IN TX, VA, VT, WI, WV, and DC. An 
47978. underlying ETA seeks 120 days 

MC 116328 (Sub-4-2TA), filed authority. A. E. Staley Mfg. Co., 2060 E. 
February 1, 1982. Applicant: CROSS & Eldorado St. P.O. Box 151, Decatur, IL 
MURRAY, INC., 710 Third Avenue 62525. 

North, Minneapolis, MN 55403. MC 157457 (Sub-4-11TA), filed 
Representative: William L. Fairbank, February 2, 1982. Applicant: 

2400 Financial Center, Des Moines, IA CONGOLEUM CARTAGE 

50309. Liquid sugar and corn syrup, in CORPORATION, 2323 17th Street, 

bulk, from Cedar Rapids, IA to pointsin Elkhart, IN 46514. Representative: H. 
NE, SK and Sioux City, IA. Supporting Barney Firestone, Sullivan & Associates, 
shipper: Archer Daniels Midland Ltd., 10 S. LaSalle, Suite 1600, Chicago, 
Company, Box 1445, Cedar Rapids, IA IL 60603. Plastic articles and plastic 
52406. parts between South Bend and Goshen, 

MC 126555 (Sub-4-31TA), filed IN on the one hand, and on the other, 
January 29, 1982. Applicant: points in the U.S. (except AK and HI). 
UNIVERSAL TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Supporting shipper: Automatic Molded 
Box 3000, Rapid City, SD 57709. Plastics, Inc., 3603 Progress Drive, South 
Representative: Stockton, Lewis & Bend, IN 40628. 

Beckwith, 770 Grant St., Suite 244, MC 158307 (Sub-4-2TA), filed 
Denver, CO 80203. Chemicals and Allied February 1, 1982. Applicant: WAYNE 
Products. Between points in CO, MT, BROWN TRANSPORT, INC., 1109 
ND, NM, TX, UT and WY. Supporting Barlow Street, W. Lafayette, IN 47906. 
Shipper: Dowell Division of Dow Representative: Donald W. Smith, P.O. 
Chemical, 4700 S. Syracuse Parkway, Box 40248, Indianapolis, IN 46240. (1) 
Suite 950, Denver, CO 80237. Gum turpentine, linseed oil, paint, 

MC 139277 (Sub-4~2TA), filed materials, supplies and equipment used 
February 2, 1982. Applicant: HALL in the manufacture thereof, (except 
TRUCKING, INC., 201 Livingston, commidities in bulk) between Chicago, 
Gridley, IL 61744. Representative: IL, Charlottee, NC, Indianapolis, IN, 
Patrick H. Smyth, 105 West Madison Memphis, TN, on the one hand, and, on 
Street, Suite 1008, Chicago, IL 60602. the other, points in AL, AR, FL, GA, IL, 
Contract irregular: Metal and metal IN, KY, LA, MI, MS, MO, OH, NC, SC, 
products between El Paso, IL, on the one TN,-and WI; and (2) Bananas, from 
hand, and, on the other, points in the Tampa, FL, Charleston, SC, Mobil, AL, 
United States (except AK and HI) under Gulfport, LA, to points in IL, OH, WI, 

a continuing contract(s) with Metallic and IN; (3) Citrus juices and dairy 
Braden Building Company. Supporting products, from Lansing, MI, to points in 
shipper: Metallic Braden Building IN, OH, MI, IL, and WI. 3 Supporting 
Company, Highway 24 East, P.O. Box 8, shippers. 

El Paso, IL 61738. MC 160083 (Sub-4-1TA), filed 


MC 144621 (Sub-4-9TA), filed February 1, 1982. Applicant: WAC 
February 2, 1982. Applicant: TRANSPORTATION, INC., 6900 Nelson 


COLUMBINE CARRIERS, INC., P.O. Box Road, P.O. Box 1902, Fort Wayne, IN 
66, South Bend, IN 46624. 46801. Representative: Richard A. Huser, 
Representative: Charles J. Kimball, 1600 | Scopelitis & Garvin, 1301 Merchants 
Sherman St., #665, Denver, CO 80203. _—\, Plaza, Indianapolis, IN 46204. Footware, 
Meat and meat products, from the from Fort Wayne to Huntington, EN. 
facilities of MBPXL Corp., at or near Restricted to traffic having a prior or 
Rockport, MO arid Witchita, KS, to subsequent movement by rail. An 
points in KY, OH, VA, WV, MD, PA. DE, underlying ETA seeks 90 days authority. 
NJ, NY, CT, RI, MA, VT, NH, ME, WI, IL, Supporting shipper: Norfolk & Western 
MI and IN. Supporting shipper: MBPXL Railroad, 8 North Jefferson, Roanoke, 
Corp., 2901 N. Mead Street, Wichita, KS VA 24042. 
67201. MC 160155 (Sub-4-2TA), filed 

MC 144927 (Sub-4—14TA), filed February 2, 1982. Applicant: MCT, INC., 
January 28, 1982. Applicant: 6640 West Touhy Avenue, Niles, IL 
REMINGTON FREIGHT LINES, INC., 60648. Representative: Leonard R. 
Box 315, U.S. 24 West Remington, Kofkin, 29 South La Salle Street, 
Indiana 47977. Representative: Jack Luck Chicago, IL 60603. Contract irregular. 
(address same same as applicant). General commidities, (except Classes A 
CORNSTARCH from the facilities of A. and B explosives, household goods as 
E. Staley (formerly Anheuser-Busch, defined by the Commission, and 
Inc.) in Tippecanoe County, IN to all commodities in bulk) between Chicago, 
points and places in the states of AL, IL, and points within its commercial 
AR, CT, DE, FL, GA, IA, IL, IN, KS, KY, zone on the one hand, and, on the other, 


Memphis, TN and points within its 
commercial zone, under continuing 
contract(s) with: Wells Lamont 
Corporation, Southeast Shippers 
Association, Al-Ways Air Freight; Inc., 
All-Pro Air Systems, Inc., and Reliable 
Electric. Supporting shippers: Wells 
Lamont Corporation, 6640 West Touhy 
Avenue, Niles, IL 60648; Al-Ways Air 
Freight, Inc., 830 Supreme Drive, 
Bensenville, IL 60106; Southeast 
Shippers Association, P.O. Box 9465, 
Memphis, TN 38101; All-Pro Air 
Systems, Inc., 2769 Higgins Road, Elk 
Grove, IL 60007; and Reliable Electric, 
11333 Addison Street, Franklin Park, IL 
60131. 


MC 160194 (Sub-4-1TA), filed January 
28, 1982. Applicant: HGT GALLANT 
TRUCKING, LTD. Box 640, Watson, 
Saskatchewan SOK 4VO. 
Representative: James M. Christenson, 
4444 IDS Center, 80 South Eighth Street, 
Minneapolis, MN 55402. Transporting 
potash between points on the U.S.- 
Canadian border on the one hand, and, 
on the other, points in the states of ND, 
SD, MN, and IA. Supporting shipper: 
Cargill, Inc., P.O. Box 5602, Minneapolis, 
Minnesota 55440. 


MC 160301 (Sub-4-1TA), filed January 
28, 1982. Applicant: TOPDRAW 
FREIGHT SYSTEM, INC., 3407 West 
Pershing Road, Chicago, IL 60632. 
Representative: Owen B. Katzman, 1828 
L Street, N.W., Suite 1111, Washington, 
D.C. 20036. General commodities (except 
classes A and B explosives, household 
goods, and commodities in bulk), 
between Boston and Springfield, MA, 
Baltimore, MD, Jersey City, NJ, New 
York, NY, Philadelphia, PA, and North 
Haven, CT, limited to traffic moving on 
freight forwarder bills of lading. An 
underlying ETA seeks 120 days 
authority. Supporting shipper: Clipper 
Exxpress Company, 3401 West Pershing 
Road, Chicago, IL 60632. 


MC 160303 (Sub-4—1TA), filed January 
29, 1982. Applicant: RAPID 
TRANSPORT, INC., P.O. Box 215, 
Glyndon, MN 56547. Representative: 
Thomas J. Van Osdel, 502 First National 
Bank Bldg., Fargo, ND 58126. (1) Carpet, 
and (2) materials, equipment and 
supplies used in the sale, distribution, 
and installation of carpet, from points in 
GA, SC, and TN, to points in MN, ND, 
SD and WI. An underlying ETA seeks 
120 days authority. There are ten 
supporting shippers. 

MC 160340 (Sub-4-1TA), filed 
February 2, 1982. Applicant: PITTMAN 
TRANSPORT, INC., Rt. 2, Box 258, 
Durand, WI 54736, Representative: 
Norman A. Cooper, 145 W. Wisconsin 
Ave., Neenah, WI 54956. Contract 
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irregular: Commodities dealt in, utilized 
and sold by distributors of petroleum 
and petroleum products from (1) 
Minneapolis/St. Paul, MN, commercial 
zone to Durand, Menomonie, and Plum 
City, WI and (2) from Chippewa Falls 
and Codatt, WI to Hastings, MN. 
Restricted to traffic moving under 
continuing with Pittman Oil Co. 
Supporting shipper: Pittman Oil Co., 403 
W. Madison, Durand, WI 54736. 

MC 160396 (Sub-4-1TA), filed 
February 1, 1982. Applicant: 
DEPENDABLE SPECIALIZED 
CARTAGE, INC., 2159 West Hastings 
Street, Chicago, IL 60608. 
Representative: Abraham A. Diamond, 
29 South La Salle Street, Chicago, IL 
60603. Machinery between points in 
Chicago, IL and its Commercial Zone, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in the United States. Supporting — 
shippers: Phillips Mfg. Co., 7334 North 
Clark Street, Chicago, IL 60626 and 
Leyden Hydraulics, Inc., 1800 North 
River Road, Melrose Park, IL 60160. 

The following applications were filed 
in Region 5. Send protests to: Consumer 
Assistance Center, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Post Office Box 17150, Fort 
Worth, TX 76102. 

MC 26825 (Sub-5-23TA), filed 
February 1, 1982. Applicant: ANDREWS 
VAN LINES, INC., P.O. Box 1609, 
Norfolk, NE 68701. Representative: Jack 
L. Shultz, P.O. Box 82028, Lincoln, NE 
68501. Food and related products, 
between Yankton, SD, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, pts in MN, MO, NE, 
TN, TX and WI. Supporting shippers: 
Dan Wallbaum Distributing, Inc., 805 
Capital, Yankton, SD 57078 and John A. 
Conkling Distributing Company, Inc., 
East Highway 50, Yankton, SD 57078. 

MC 48221 (Sub-5-7TA), filed February 
1, 1982. Applicant: W. N. MOREHOUSE 
TRUCK LINE, INC., 4010 Dahlman 
Avenue, Omaha, NE 68107. 
Representative: Marshall D. Becker, 
Suite 610, 7171 Mercy Road, Omaha, NE 
68106. Commodities as are dealt in by 
manufacturers and distributors of malt 
beverages from Longview, TX to pts in 
NE, SD, WY, and CO. Supporting 
shipper: Joseph Schlitz Brewing Co., 235 
West Galena Street, Milwaukee, WI 
53212. 

MC 67234 (Sub-5-18TA), filed 
February 1, 1982. Applicant: UNITED 
VAN LINES, INC., One United Drive, 


Fenton, MO 63026. Representative: B. W. 


LaTourette, Jr., 11 South Meramec, Suite 
1400, St. Louis, MO 63105. Contract, 
irregular; Household Goods between 
points and places in the U.S. under 
continuing contract(s) with The Bendix 
Corporation and its subsidiaries. 
Supporting shipper: The Bendix 


Corporation, 20650 Civic Center Drive, 
Southfield, MI 48076. 

MC 110567 (Sub-5-7TA), filed 
February 1, 1982. Applicant: SOONER 
TRANSPORT CORPORATION, 666 
Grand Avenue, Des Moines, IA 50309. 
Representative: E. Check, Attorney, P.O. 
Box 855, Des Moines, IA 50304. Contract, 
irregular; commodities distributed by 
retail stores, from Polk County, IA, to 
pts in NE and SD. Supporting shipper: 
Sunshine Food Markets, 815 So. 6th 
Avenue, Sioux Falls, SD 57101. 

MC 145240 (Sub-5-4TA), filed 
February 2, 1982. Applicant: L. D. 

TRUCKING 
CORPORATION, 520 N. Wildwood, 

Irving, TX 75060. Representative: Edwin 
M. Snyder, P.O. Box 45538, Dallas, TX 
75245. Contract, irregular; plastic 
products; between Jackson, MS, and 
Dallas, TX, under continuing contracts 
with Piper Industries, Inc. Supporting 
shipper: Piper Industries, Inc., 4990 
Poplar, Suite 218, Memphis, TN 38117. 

MC 145384 (Sub-5-14TA), filed 
February 1, 1982. Applicant: ROSE- 
WAY, INC., P.O. Box 4644, Des Moines, 
IA 50306. Representative: James M. 
Hodge, 3730 Ingersoll Avenue, Des 
Moines, IA 50312. Metal products from 
Los Angeles, CA to Pts in AZ, IA, IL, IN, 
KY, MO, NM, OH, OK and TX. 
Supporting shipper: American Western 
Foundries, 300 East Canon Perdido St., 
Suite C, Santa Barbara, CA 93101. 

MC 148152 (Sub-5-14TA), filed 
February 2, 1982. Applicant: K & H 
TRUCKING, INC., 3301 South Lamar 
Street, Dallas, TX 75215. Representative: 
William Sheridan, P.O. Drawer 5049, 
Irving, TX 75062. Contract irregular, 
General Commodities (except classes A 
and B explosives or hazardous 
materials) between Points in the U.S. 
Under continuous contracts with 
Southeast Container Company and its 
subsidiaries. Supporting shipper: 
Southeast Steel Container Company, 
P.O. Box 10646, Birmingham, AL 35202. 

. MC 150440 (Sub-5-6TA), filed 
February 1, 1982. Applicant: 
UNIVERSAL EXPRESS, LTD., 3820 
University, West Des Moines, LA 50265, 
Representative: Richard D. Howe, 600 
Hubbell Building, Des Moines, IA 50309. 
Contract irregular, (A) (1) Tires, (2) 
petroleum oil and grease, except 
commodities in bulk, and (3) 
agricultural implements and parts, (1) 
from Waco, TX, and Kansas City, MO, 
to St. Paul, MN; (2) from Wichita, KS, to 
pts in MN; and (3) from Perry, IA, to pts 
in MN, under continuing contract(s} with 
Minnesota Farm Bureau Business Corp.; 
and (B) Tires, from Waco, TX, and 
Kansas City, MO, to Des Moines, IA, 
under continuing contract(s) with 
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Safemark Division, BIC, Inc. Supporting 
shippers: Safemark Division, BIC, Inc., 
Farm Bureau Building, 5400 University, 
West Des Moines, IA 50265; and 
Minnesota Farm Bureau Business Corp., 
1976 Wooddale Drive, St. Paul, MN 
55164. 


MC 150812 (Sub-5-10TA), filed 
February 2, 1982. Applicant: FROST 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 6701 
Greenwood Road, Shreveport, LA 71103. 
Representative: Joseph A. Keating, Jr., 
121 South Main Street, Taylor, PA 18517. 
Contract, irregular: petroleum products 
in containers between Caddo Parish, LA 
on the one hand, and on the other, 
points in the U.S. (except AK and HI) 
under continuing contract with 
Westland Oil Company, Inc., 
Shreveport, LA, and Specialty Oil 
Company, Shreveport, LA. 


MC 152959 (Sub-5-11TA), filed 
February 1, 1982. Applicant: MOBILE 
EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 8167, 
Longview, TX 75067. Representative: 
William Sheridan, P.O. Drawer 5049, 
Irving, TX 75062. Contract, irregular; 
General Commodities (except classes A 
and B explosives or hazardous 
materials). Between Bentonville, AR; Ft. 
Smith, AR; Searcy, AR; Nashville, TN; 
Palestine, TX on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in the U.S. Restricted to 
shipments originating at or destined to 
the facilities of Wal-Mart Stores, Inc. 


MC 154518 (Sub-5-2TA), filed 
February 1, 1982. Applicant: STEVE 
LUEHRS, d.b.a., TRIPLE J TRUCKING, 
Rural Route 2, Norfolk, NE 68701. 
Representative: Max H. Johnston, P.O. 
Box 6597, Lincoln, NE 68506. Contract; 
irregular. Oil field machinery and 
equipment, from Pierce County, NE to 
pts in AR, CO, KS, OK, TX and WY. 
Supporting shipper: Pierce 
Manufacturing Company, P.O. Box 375, 
Pierce, NE 68767. 


MC 155123 (Sub-5-2TA), filed 
February 1, 1982. Applicant: 
HIGHTOWER TRUCKS, INC., Highway 
61 West, Fort Madison, IA 52627. 
Representative: Richard D. Howe, 600 - 
Hubbell Building, Des Moines, IA 50309. 
(1) Argicultural insecticides, fertilizers, 
and weed killing compounds, and (2) 
hand spreaders, from Fort Madison, IA, 
to pts in IL, MN, MO, and WI. 
Supporting shipper: Chevron Chemical 
Company, P.O. Box 282, Fort Madison, 
IA 52627. 


MC 155178 (Sub-5-3TA), filed 
February 1, 1982. Applicant: 
SPECIALIZED SERVICE EXPRESS, 
INC., P.O. Box 1903, Fort Smith, AR 
72902. Representative: Troy R. Douglas, 
P.O. Box 1881, Fort Smith, AR 72902. 
General Commodities (ex those of 
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unsual value, classes A & B explosives, 
HHG, commodities in bulk and those 
requiring special equipment (1) between 
points in AR, OK, CO; (2) from points in 
AR, OK, CO, on the one hand, and on 
the other, points in the U.S. (ex AK & HI. 
Supporting shippers: Rheem 
Manufacturing Co., Fort Smith, AR, 
American Can Co., Fort Smith, AR, 
Coors Service Center Co., Sallisaw, OK. 

MC 155205 (Sub-5-3TA), filed 
February 1, 1982. Applicant: T. L. VAN, 
INC., P.O. Box 1166, Center, TX 75935. 
Representative: William D. Lynch, P.O. 
Box 912, Austin, TX 78767. Fired clay 
shapes, between points in Tyler, TX on 
the one hand and points in CA on the 
other hand. Supporting shipper: 
American Clay, division of Ferro Corp., 
1812 East Duncan Street, Tyler, TX 
75702. 

MC 157713 (Sub-5-1TA), filed 
February 1, 1982. Applicant: JOHNNY 
GOODNOH TRUCKING COMPANY, 
INC., Route 2-Box 45, Mulberry, AR 
72947. Representative: Don Garrison, 
Esq., P.O. Box 1065, Fayetteville, AR 
72702. Bagged Barite and Bentonite— 
From Big Horn and Natrona Counties, 
WY—To Beckham, Carter, Canadian, 
Custer, Garfield and Garvin Counties, 
OK; and, Bee, Eastland, Ector, Grayson, 
Maverick, Midland, Reeves, Taylor and 
Washington Counties, TX. Supporting 
shipper: Western Barite Corporation, 
P.O. Box 892, Yukon, OK 73099. 

MC 158191 (Sub-5-1TA), filed 
February 1, 1982. Applicant: OZARK 
TRUCK BROKERS, INC., P.O. Box 429, 
Springdale, AR 72764. Representative: 
Don Garrison, Esq., P.O. Box 1065, 
Fayetteville, AR 72702. Food and 
Related Products—Between points in 
the U.S., on the one hand, and, on the 
other, Sebastian County, AR. Supporting 
shipper: OK Foods, Inc.,.P.0. Box 286, Ft. 
Smith, AR 72940. 

MC 160335 (Sub-5-1TA), filed 
February 1, 1982. Applicant: BERRY 
BROTHERS TRUCKING, 4411 Seay, 
Dallas, TX 75216. Representative: 
William Sheridan, P.O. Drawer 5049, 
Irving, TX 75062. Contract: Irregular, 
Building or Construction Materials 
between Briar, AR and points in TX. 
Restricted to shipments originating at or 
destined to the facilities of Diversco, 
Inc. of Dallas, TX. Supporting shipper: 
Diversco, Inc:, 11240 Gemini Lane, 
Dalles, TX 75229. 

MC 160341 (Sub-5-1TA), filed 
February 1, 1982. Applicant: MARLIN 
REESE, Route 3, Cabool, MO 65689. 
Representative: Bruce McCurry, 910 
Plaza Towers, Springfield, MO 65804. 
Contract; irregular. Lumber and wood 
products between Douglas County, MO 
on the one hand and points in IL, IN and 


OK on the other hand. Supporting 
shipper: Marlin Reese Lumber, Inc., 
Route 1, Box 86, Vanzant, MO 65768. 

MC 160350 (Sub-5-1TA), filed 
February 2, 1982. Applicant: AMERICAN 
DELIVERY SYSTEMS, INC., 1401 
Fairfax Trafficway, Kansas City, KS 
66115. Representative: Wilmer B. Hill, 
805 McLachlen Bank Bldg., 666 Eleventh 
Street, NW., Washington, DC 20001. 
General commodities (except classes A 
and B explosives, commodities in bulk, 
and household goods), between Kansas 
City, KS-MO, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in IA, KS, MO, and NE. 
Supporting shipper: Midwest Shippers’ 
Agents, Inc., 1705 2nd Ave., Room 407, 
Rock Island, IL 61201. 

MC 67234 (Sub-5-19TA), filed 
February 5, 1982. Applicant: UNITED 
VAN LINES, INC., One United Drive, 
Fenton, MO 63026; (314) 343-3900. 
Representative: B. W. LaTourette, Jr., 11 
South Meramec, Suite 1400, St. Louis, 
MO 63105; (314) 727-0777. Household 
Goods between points and places in the 
U.S. under continuing contract(s) with 
Texas Instruments Inc. Supporting 
shipper: Texas Instruments 
Incorporated, 34 Forest Street, 
Attleboro, MA 02703. 

MC 117765 (Sub-5-27TA), filed 
February 4, 1982. Applicant: HAHN 
TRUCK LINE, INC., P.O. Box 75218, 
Oklahoma City, OK 73147. 
Representative: R. E. Hagan (same as 
applicant). Barite, From Saline County, 
AR to OK. Supporting shipper: The 
Milwhite Co., Inc., 4151 Southwest Fwy. 
Ste. 508, Houston, TX 77027. 


MC 117765 (Sub-5-28TA), filed 
February 5, 1982. Applicant: HAHN 
TRUCK LINE, INC., P.O. Box 75218, 
Oklahoma City, OK 73147. 
Representative: R. E. Hagan (same as 
applicant). Paper, Scrap, From Douglas 
County, NE to OK. Supporting shipper: 
Omaha Paper Products, 7000 West 
Center, Suite 319, Omaha, NE 68106. 

MC 124813 (Sub-5-32TA), filed 
February 4, 1982. Applicant: UMTHUN 
TRUCKING CO., 910 South Jackson 
Street, Eagle Grove, IA 50533. 
Representative: William L. Fairbank, 
2400 Financial Center, Des Moines, IA 
50309. Fiberglass reinforced gypsum 
building shapes from Omaha, NE in the 
U.S. (except AK and HI). Supporting 
shipper: Plasterglas, Inc., 4639 S. 136th 
Street, Omaha, NE 68137. 


MC 163534 (Sub-5-2TA), filed 
February 4, 1982. Applicant: ROBERT V. 
MARKT d.b.a. ROBERT V. MARKT 
TRUCKING, 1707 Garfield Avenue, St. 
Joseph, MO 64503. Representative: 
William P. Parker, P.O. Box 54657, 
Oklahoma City, OK 73154. Meat, meat 
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products and articles distributed by 
meat packinghouses from Jacksonville, 
FL; Fort Dodge, Dennison, Lamars, and 
Mason City, IN; Garden City, Emporia, 
Topeka and Wichita, KS; Minneapolis, 
Laverrene, St. Paul and Buffalo Lake, 
MN; St. Joseph, MO; Dakota City, Crete, 
Omaha, Lincoln, Grand Island and West 
Point, NE; and Mitchell, SD to Pts in TX. 
Supporting shipper: Swanson Meat 
Company, 908 Middle Street, Houston, 
TX 77003. 


MC 150836 (Sub-5-2TA), filed 
February 4, 1982. Applicant: JOHN A. 
FOWLER d.b.a. JOHN FOWLER 
TRUCKING, Route 4, #12 Robin Dale 
Lane, Burleson, TX 76-28. 
Representative: A. William Brackett, 623 
S. Henderson, 2nd Floor, Fort Worth, TX 
76104. Contract; Irregular. General 
commodities, between all points in the 
U.S. for the account of Nutritional 
Foods, Inc., d.b.a. Landstrom 
Distributors. Supporting shipper: 
Nutritional Foods, Inc., d.b.a. Landstrom 
Distributors, 336 Oyster Point Blvd., So. 
San Francisco, CA 94060. 


MC 158942 (Sub-5-2TA), filed 
February 3, 1982. Applicant: D & L 
TRUCKING CO., Inc., P.O. Box 1702, 
Alvin, TX 77511. Representative: Doyle 
G. Owens, 3965 Phelan Blvd., Suite 209, 
Beaumont, TX 77707. Oil Field 
Machinery and Pipe, between Houston, 
TX, Shenandoah, GA, Broussard, LA, 
Clinton, OK, Casper, WY, Corpus 
Christi, TX, Midland, TX, Alvin, TX and 
Cincinnati, OH. Supporting shipper: 
Oiltools Equipment Services, 9232 
Baythorne Drive, Houston, TX 77041. 


MC 155831 (Sub-5-1TA), filed 
February 5, 1982. Applicant: CAL- 
INLAND, INC., 135 South 13th Street, 
Tekameh, NE 68081. Representative: A. 
J. Swanson, P.O. Box 1103, Sioux Falls, 
SD 57101. Meat and packinghouse 
products, from Chicago, IL, Buffalo Lake, 
MN, and points in their respective 
commercial zones and points in IA, KS, 
and NE to Portland, OR, Salt Lake City, 
UT, and points in their respective 
commercial zones and points in AZ, CA, 
NV and WA. Supporting shipper: Derf 
Cattle Company d/b/a California 
Provision, P.O. Box 58508, Vernon, CA 
90058. 

MC 160387 (Sub-5-1TA), filed 
February 3, 1982. Applicant: CSC 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., d.b.a. 
CENTRAL SALES CORP., 4001 NW 3rd 
Street, Oklahoma City, OK 73107. 
Representative: Michael H. Lennox, Box 
75613, Oklahoma City, OK 73147. 
Alcohol, Alcoholic Beverages, and 
related articles, between the facilities of 
Central Liquor Company and/or its 
vendors on the one hand, and on the 
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other, points in CA, FL, IL, KS, KY, MA, 
MI, MN, NJ, NY, OH, OK, TN, LA, TX, 
WA, WI. Supporting shipper: Central 
Liquor Company, 4001 NW 3rd St., 
Oklahoma City, OK 73107. 


MC 160397 (Sub-5-1TA), filed 
February 3, 1982. Applicant: C. R. COPE 
ENTERPRISES—LCM, Route 2, Box 120, 
Seminole, TX 79360. Representative: 
Timothy Mashburn, P.O. Box 2207, 
Austin, TX 78768-2207. Drilling Mud and 
Drilling Mud Additives (1) from 
Culberson County, TX, to points in the 
U.S. in and West of LA, AR, MO, IA, 
and MN: and (2) from points in WY to 
points in CO, KS, NM, OK, AR, TX and 
LA. Supporting shipper: Dresser 
Industries, Inc., P.O. Box 6504, Houston, 
TX 77005. 


MC 160399 (Sub-5-1TAj, filed 
February 4, 1982. Applicant: FIFE, INC., 
Hilton Road, P.O. Box 329, Keokuk, IA 
52632. Representative: Richard D. Howe, 
Myers, Knox & Hart, 600 Hubbell 
Building, Des Moines, IA 50309. (2) Iron 
and steel articles, and (2) crude silica 
sand, (1) between Lee County, IA, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, pts in 
IL, IN, KS, MI, MN, MO, NE, OK, TX, 
and WI, and (2) from Utica, IL, to Lee 
County, LA. Supporting shipper: Foote 
Mineral Company, P.O. Box 527, 
Keokuk, IA 52632. 


MC 160124 (Sub-5-1TA), filed 
February 2, 1982. Applicant: JOHN T. 
LANCASTER, INC., Ervin Route, Hugo, 
OK 74743. Representative: Mark K. 
Price, 612 E. Jackson, Hugo, OK 74743. 
Sand, gravel, asphalt and similar road 
building materials thereof, between all 
points in Choctaw, Pushmataha, Mc 
Curtain, Atoka, Bryan, Pittsburg, and 
LeFlore counties in OK and a 300 mile 
radius in TX from applicant's home 
domicile in Hugo, OK. Supporting 
shippers: Quality Rock, Inc., P.O. Box 
1406, Idabel, OK 74745; Cummins 
Construction Co., P.O. Box 846, Hugo, 
OK 74743; W. H. Moser, 3355 E. 
Houston, Paris, TX 75460. 


The following applications were filed 
in Region 6. Send protests to: Interstate 
Commerce Commission, Region 6 Motor 
Carrier Board, P.O. Box 7413, San 
Francisco, CA 94120. 


MC 160376 (Sub-6-1TA), filed January 
29, 1982. Applicant: BRIDGER VALLEY 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., P.O.B. 230, 
Fort Bridger, WY 82933. Representative: 
Dale Owens (same as applicant). 
Passengers and their baggage in the 
same motor vehicle, in special and 
charter operations, beginning and/or 
ending in Unita and Lincoln counties, 
WY, to points and places in UT, ID, CO, 
NV and MT, for 180 days. Supporting 
shippers: There are 9 shippers. Their 


statements may be examined at the 
Regional Office listed. 

MC 159142 (Sub-6-2TA), filed January 
25, 1982. Applicant: C & C 
TRANSPORTATION, 6275 E. 39th Ave., 
Denver, CO 80207. Representative: 
William Avara (same as applicant). (1) 
Malt beverages and related advertising 
materials (2) Empty used beverage 
containers and materials and supplies 
used in and dealt with by breweries, (1) 
from Jefferson County, CO to points in 
AZ, CA, IA, ID, MT, and WA, and (2) 
from points in AZ, CA, IA, ID, MT, and 
WA to Jefferson County, CO, for 270 
days. And underlying ETA seeks 120 
day authority. Supporting shipper: 
Adolph Coors Company, Golden, CO 
80401. 

MC 42487 (Sub-6-68TA), filed January 
26, 1982. Applicant: CONSOLIDATED 
FREIGHTWAYS CORPORATION OF 
DELAWARE, 175 Linfield Dr., Menlo 
Park, CA 94025. Representative: V. R. 
Oldenburg, P.O.B. 3062, Portland, OR 
97208. Contract Carrier, irregular routes: 
General Commodities, (except Classes 
A and B explosives, household goods as 
defined by the Commission, and 
commodities in bulk) between points in 
the U.S., under continuing contract(s) 
with K Mart Corporation of Troy, MI, for 
270 days. Supporting shipper({s): K Mart 
Corporation, 3100 West Big Beaver Rd., 
Troy, MI 48084. 

MC 160007 (Sub-6-2TA), filed January 
25, 1982. Applicant: DeJONG 
TRANSPORT, 33651 Arcadian Wy, Rt. 3, 
Abbotsford, B.C., CN V2S 4N3. 
Representative: Kenneth R. Mitchell, 
2320A Milwaukee Wy, Tacoma, WA 
98421. Malt Beverages, between points 
of entry on the U.S.—Canadian 
International Boundary Line located in 
WA, on the one hand, and, on the other, 
points in CA., for 270 days. Supporti 
shippers: Bel-Air Imports, Inc., d/b/a 
Berman Imports, 1436 So. La Cienega 
Blvd., Los Angeles, CA 90035; John 
Lenore & Co., (P.O. Box 8907), San 
Diego, CA 92102; The Old Fort Brewing 
Co., Ltd., 641 N. Nechako Rd., Prince 
George, B.C., Canada. 

MC 160377 (Sub-6-1TA), filed January 
29, 1982. Applicant: DIAZ TRANSPORT, 
INC., 14506 S.E. 275th Place, Kent, WA 
98301. Representative: Russell A. Evans, 
410 Maynard Bldg., 119 First Ave. S., 
Seattle, WA 98104. General 
Commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, household goods, and 
hazardous wastes), between points in 
WA., CA., MA., and IL. for 270 days. 
Supporting shippers: There are five 
shippers. Their statement may be 
examined at the regional office listed. 

MC 151990 (Sub-6-2TA), filed 
February 1, 1982. Applicant: HIGH 
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COUNTRY EXPRESS, INC., 40 W. 
Alameda Ave., Denver, CO 80223. 
Representative: Charles M. Williams, 
1600 Sherman St., #665, Denver, CO 
80203. Packaged Sugar (1) from the 
facilities of The Great Western Sugar 
Company, at or near Billings, MT and 
Lovell, WY, to the facilities of The Great 
Western Sugar Company at or near 
Longmont and Eaton, CO; (2) from 
Scottsbluff County, NE to the facilities 
of The Great Western Sugar company at 
or near Eaton, CO; and (3) from the 
facilities of The Great Western Sugar 
Company at or near Bayard, NE to 
Cheyenne, WY and points in its 
commercial zone and to the facilities of 
The Great Western Sugar Company at 
or near Eaton, Co. Supporting shipper: 
The Great Western Sugar Company, 
16th and Wazee, Denver, CO 80217. 


MC 145860 (Sub-6-2TA), filed January 
26, 1982. Applicant: JAMES MILTON 
HOWLETT, d.b.a. HOWLETT’S 
TRUCKING COMPANY, 2621 Medina 
Dr., San Bruno, CA 94066. 
Representative: James Milton Howlett, 
(same as applicant). Contract Carrier: 
Irregular Routes: Sugar Beet or Cane, 
Sugar Products, and Grain Flour, NOT 
from Spokane, WA to points in CA for 
the account of SARONI, Total Food 
Ingredients for 270 days. Supporting 
shipper: SARONI, Total Food 
Ingredients, P.O. Box 96, Oakland, CA 
94604. 


MC 145860 (Sub-6-3TA), filed January 
29, 1982. Applicant: JAMES MILTON 
HOWLETT, d.b.a. HOWLETT’S 
TRUCKING COMPANY, 2621 Medina 
Dr., San Bruno, CA 94066. 
Representative: James Milton Howett 
(same‘as applicant). Contract Carrier, 
Irregular routes: paper and paper 
products, furniture, lighting fixtures, 
plastic articles expanded, equipment 
and suppliés used in the manufacture 
and distribution of the above products 
from Everett, Kent and Auburn, WA to 
points in CA, AZ, and NV for the 
account-of Scott Paper Company for 270 
days. Supporting shipper: Scott Paper 
Company, Corporate Transportation 
Div., Philadelphia, PA 19113. 


MC 160386 (Sub-6-1TA), filed 
February 1, 1982. Applicant: J. M. 
LEMONS TRUCKING COMPANY, 326 
South Thorp Road, Hobbs, NM. 88240. 
Representative: Hughan R. H. Smith, 26 
Kenwood Place, Lawrence, MA 01841. 
Machinery, Metal and Steel Products, 
between points in NM., TX., OK., and 
CO., for 270 days. Supporting shipper(s): 
Sullivan Crane & Rigging Co., Inc., P.O. 
Box 2177, Hobbs, NM. 88240; Allred 
Waterwell Services, Route 2, 
Springtown, TX. 76082 
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MC 160223.(Sub-6-1TA), filed 
February 1, 1982. Applicant: IVAN 
SLEIGHT, d.b.a., MAVERICK 
DISTRIBUTORS, W. 1615 Hayden Ave., 
Hayden Lake, ID 83835. Representative: 
J. Ray Cox, 516 Sherman Ave., Coeur d’ 
Alene, ID 83814. Contract Carrier, 
Irregular routes: Petroleum and 
Petroleum Products, from Spokane, WA 
to the facilities of Thunderbird 
Lubrications, Inc. at or near Hayden 
Lake, Albeni Falls, Sandpoint and 
Pinehurst, ID, for the account of 
Thunderbird Lubrications, Inc., for 270 
days. An underlying ETA seeks 120 days 
authority. Supporting shipper: 
Thunderbird Lubrications, Inc., E. 5315 
Union, Spokane, WA 99210. 

MC 160271 (Sub-6-1TA), filed January 
26, 1982. Applicant: NESS & CO., 6645 N. 
Ensign, Portland, OR 97217. 
Representative: Steve Ness (same as 
applicant). Food and related products 
between points in OR, WA, and ID for 
270 days. Supporting shippers: Olympic 
Foods, Inc., P.O.B. 3183, N 605 Fancher 
Rd., Spokane, WA 99202; Powers Candy 
& Nut Company, P.O.B. 2783, Spokane, 
WA 99220; Vern’s Pies, Inc., W. 1730 
Sharp Ave., Spokane, WA 99201. 

MC 160089 (Sub-6-1TA), filed January 
11, 1982. Applicant: R & W TRUCKING, 
INC., P.O.B. 124 Cowdrey, CO 80434. 
Representative: R. L. Fallon, 12927 N. 
10th Longmont, CO. Coal and coal 
products from Jackson County, CO, to 
points in WY, NE, and CO. for 270 days. 
ETA filed seeking 120 days authority. 
Supporting shipper: Walden Coal 
Company, P.O.B. 37, Cowdrey, CO. 
30434. 

MC 141464 (Sub-6-1TA), filed 
February 1, 1982. Applicant: TOM 
SMITH TRUCKING COMPANY, 2277 N. 
Locust Street, Canby, OR 97013. 
Representative: Robert G. Harrison, 4299 
James Drive, Carson City, NV 89701. 
Food or Kindred Products, between 
points in CA, OR, WA and AZ. 
Supporting shippers: West Coast Fruit & 
Produce, 295 37th Avenue, N.E., Salem, 
OR 97301; Sunkist, Orange Products 
Division, 616 E. Sunkist Street, Ontario, 
CA 91761; Mazza Cheese Sales, 5858 
N.E. 87th Street, Portland, OR 97220; and 
Early Cal Foods, Inc., 315 E. Tulare 
Avenue, Visalia, CA 93277. 

MC 108461 (Sub-6-5TA), filed 
February 1, 1982. Applicant: ~ 
SUNDANCE FREIGHT LINES, INC., 
d.b.a. SUNDANCE 
TRANSPORTATION, 3737 W. Buckeye 
Rd., Phoenix, AZ 85009. Representative: 
William S. Richards, P.O.B. 2465, Salt 
Lake City, UT 84110. Malt beverages, 
from Seattle, WA and Portland, OR to 
Compton, CA, and from Portland, OR to 
Santa Fe Springs, CA. and the return of 


‘ 


empty pallets to point of origin at 
Portland, OR and Seattle, WA., for 270 
days. An underlying ETA seeks 120 days 
authority. Supporting shipper(s): Harbor 
Distribution Co., 19722 S. Alameda St., 
Compton, CA 90221; H & L Distributing 
Co., 14815 Radburn Ave., Santa Fe 
Springs, CA. 90670. 

MC 147083 (Sub-6-3TA), filed January 
26, 1982. Applicant: TANKS, INC., P.O. 
Drawer 1179, Gillette, WY 82716. 
Representative: Leon L. Brady (same as 
applicant). Drilling mud compounds and 
completion materials in sack form. 
Between points in Ketchum ID and 
Natrona County WY. for 270 days. ETA 
seeks 120 days authority. Supporting 
shipper: Milchem Inc., P.O.B. 693, 
Casper, WY 82602. 

MC 128527 (Sub-6-14TA), filed 
January 27, 1982. Applicant: MAY 
TRUCKING COMPANY, P.O.B. 400, 
Payette, ID 83661. Representative: 
Timothy W. Wilson, P.O.B. 9039, Salem, 
OR 97305. General Commodities, except 
commodities in bulk, household goods, 
size and weight commodities, and. 
classes A and B explosives, Between 
points in the US, Except AK and HI, for 
270 days. Supporting shipper: There are 
10 supporting shippers. Their statements 
may be examined at the Regional office 
listed. An underlying ETA seeks 120 
days authority. 

James H. Bayne, 

Acting Secretary. 

{FR Doc. 82-3984 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


[Volume No. 232] 


Motor Carriers; Permanent Authority 
Decisions; Restriction Removals; 


Decided: February 10, 1982. 


The following restriction removal 
applications, filed after December 28, 
1980, are governed by 49 CFR 1137. Part 
1137 was published in the Federal 
Register of December 31, 1980, at 45 FR 
86747. 

Persons wishing to file a comment to 
an application must follow the rules 
under 49 CFR 1137.12. A copy of any 
application can be obtained from any 
applicant upon request and payment to 
applicant of $10. 

Amendments to the restriction 
removal applications are not allowed. 

Some of the applications may have 
been modified prior to publication to 
conform to the special provisions 
applicable to restriction removal. 


Findings 


We find, preliminarily, that each 
applicant has demonstrated that its 
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requested removal of restrictions or 
broadening of unduly narrow authority 
is consistent with 49 U.S.C. 10922{h). 

In the absence of comments filed 
within 25 days of publication of this 
decision-notice, appropriate reformed 
authority will be issued to each 
applicant. Prior to beginning operations 
under the newly issued authority, 
compliance must be made with the 
normal statutory and regulatory 
requirements for common and contract 
carriers. 


By the Commission, Restriction Removal 
Board, Members Sporn, Ewing, and Shaffer. 
Agatha L. Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 


MC 10872 (Sub-53)X, filed January 28, 
1982. Applicant: BE-MAC TRANSPORT 
COMPANY, INC., 7400 N. Broadway, St. 
Louis, MO 63147. Representative: 
Vernon L. Habie (same address as 
applicant). Lead and Subs-13, 16, 22, 24, 
25, 27, 28, 29, 30, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 43, 
44, 48, 49, 50, and 51; (1) Broaden general 
commodities (with exceptions) to 
“general commodities (except classes A 
and B explosives, household goods and 
commodities in bulk), in lead and all 
Subs; (2) authorize service at all 
intermediate points, regular route-lead 
and Subs 27, 28, 29, 50, and 51; (3) to 
county-wide authority: (a) Off routes, 
regular: lead, Ottawa County, OK 
(Picher), Cook, DuPage, Kane, Kendall, 
Lake, McHenry, and Will Counties, IL 
and Lake and Porter Counties, IN 
(Chicago, IL), LaSalle, Grundy, Kendall 
and Kane Counties, IL (Streator, Morris 
and Aurora), Madigon County, IL 
(Roxana); Sub 13, Madison and St. Clair 
Counties, IL {IL points in the St. Louis 
commercial zone}; Sub 38, McHenry 
County, IL (Woodstock and Union); Sub 
44, McHenry County, IL (Woodstock), 
Kalamazoo County, MI {points within 2 
miles of Kalamazoo), Ottawa County, 
MI (points within 2 miles of Grand 
Valley Station College); and (b) irregular 
route, Sub 48, Grady County, OK 
(Chickasha); (3) remove, lead: truckload 
restriction between Vinita and Elk City, 
OK; restriction against interstate traffic 
between Peoria, and Chicago, IL; and 
eliminate exempt authority to transport 
“fresh fruits and vegetables” from St. 
Louis County to Chicago, IL. 


MC 28088 (Sub-62)X, filed October 15, 
1981, published in Federal Register 
November 17, 1981, republished to 
notice the following omission: 
Applicant: NORTH & SOUTH LINES, 
INC., 2710 S. Main St., P.O. Box 49, . 
Harrisonburg, VA 22801. Representative: 
John R. Sims, Jr., $15 Pennsylvania Bldg., 
425-13th Street, N.W., Washington, DC 
20004. Sub-No. 1: Expand Philadelphia, 
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PA, to Philadelphia, Bucks, Montgomery, 
Chester, and Delaware Counties, PA, 
Salem, Gloucester, Burlington, Camden, 
Mercer, Hunterdon, and Monmouth 
Counties, NJ, and New Castle County, 
DE. 

MC 31462 (Sub-31)X, filed February 1, 
1982. Applicant: PARAMOUNT 
MOVERS, INC., 3164 Springfield, 
Lancaster, TX 75146. Representative: 
Robert J. Gallagher, 100 Connecticut 
Ave., N.W., Suite 1200, Washington, DC 
20036. Sub 28: broaden household goods 
to “household goods and furniture and 
fixtures.” 

MC 51460 (Sub- 1)X, filed September 8, 
1981, previously noticed in the Federal 
Register of September 24, 1981, 
republished as follows. Applicant: 
ALFRED ROOT, JR., AND SHIRLEY 
ROOT PISANESCHI, A PARTNERSHIP, 
351 Wyoming Ave., Wyoming, Luzerne 
County, PA 18644. Representative: 
Joseph A. Keating, Jr., 121 South Main 
St., Taylor, PA 18517. Applicant seeks to 
broaden the commodity description from 
household goods to “household goods 
and furniture and fixtures”. This portion 
of the application previously was 
denied. However, Div 2’s decision in No. 
MC-8575 (Sub-No. 8)X, Ferguson Van 
Lines—Administrative Appeal, served 
January 12, 1982, requires this Board to 
republish this application. 

MC 111672 (Sub-18)X, filed January 21, 
1982. Applicant: R & M TRUCK LINE, 
INC, P.O. Box 422, Oskaloosa, IA 52577. 
Representative: Larry D. Knox, 600 
Hubbell Building, Des Moines, IA 50309. 
Lead and Subs 5, 6, and 10; (1) broaden 
explosives, nitro-carbo-nitrate, 
ammonium nitrate prills, and 
manufactured prills to “chemicals and 
related products”, lead and all subs; (2) 
change (a) lead, Barksdale to Bayfield 
County, WI; (b) lead and Sub 6, Seneca 
to LaSalle and Grundy Counties, IL; (c) 
Subs 5 and 10, Oskaloosa to Mahaska 
County, IA; (d) Sub 10, Hannibal and 
Union to Marion, Ralls and Franklin 
Counties, MO and Pike County, IL; and 
remove exception of points in part of St. 
Louis commercial zone within a 
described area of Missouri; (3) to radial 
authority, lead and all subs; (4) remove 
in bulk restrictions, subs 6 and 10. 

MC 115826 (Sub-605)X, filed October 
26, 1981, previously noticed in the 
Federal Register of November 25, 1981, 
and republished as follows. Applicant: 
W. J. DIGBY, INC., 6015 East 58th Ave., 
Commerce City, CO 80222. 
Representative: Jack B. Wolfe, 1600 
Sherman, No. 665, Denver, CO 80205. As 
is pertinent here, applicant seeks to 
broaden its Sub-No. 602X certificate by 
broadening to countywide: Canadian, 
Cleveland, Grady, Lincoln, McClain, 


Oklahoma, and Pottawatomie Counties, 
OK (Oklahoma City): Alameda, Contra 
Costa, Marin, San Francisco, and San 
Mateo Counties, CA (San Francisco). 
The certificate in this proceeding failed 
to encompass this revision. The purpose 
of this republication is to reflect 
applicant's proposed territorial 
broadening. 

MC 124170 (Sub-189)X, filed 
September 29, 1981, previously noticed 
in the Federal Register of October 16, 
1981, republished as follows. Applicant: 
FROSTWAYS, INC., 3000 Chrysler 
Service, Detroit, MI 48207. 
Representative: William J. Boyd, 2021 
Midwest Rd., Suite 205, Oak Brook, IL 
60521. Applicant previously broadened 
its Sub-Nos. 77, 134F and 141F using the 
procedures set forth in 49 CFR Part 1137. 
Additionally it sought to broaden 
Philadelphia, PA to county-wide 
authority, but this portion of the 
application was denied. Applicant 
appealed and Division 1 found such 
proposed expansion to be appropriate, 
particularly in light of its previous 
decision in No. MC 87323 (Sub-No. 
119)X, Stewart Trucking Company— 
Administrative Appeal (not printed) 
served 12-24-81. Division 1 ordered 
republication in applicant's appeal 
decided January 29, 1982. Notice is 
hereby given that applicant seeks to 
broaden Philadelphia, PA to “points in 
Bucks, Montgomery, Chester, and 
Delaware Counties, PA.” 

MC 127122 (Sub-6)X, filed February 4, 
1982. Applicant: SIMPSONVILLE 
WRECKER SERVICE, INC., 4504 Bishop 
Lane, Louisville, KY 40218. 
Representative: John M. Nader, 1600 
Citizens Plaza, Louisville, KY 40202. 
Lead and Subs 1, 2, 3, 4, broaden: from 
wrecked, disabled/repossessed motor 
vehicles, including trailers designed to 
be drawn by passenger automobiles, 
and replacement vehicles and parts 
therefor to “transportation equipment”; 
and remove use of wrecker equipment, 
only, restriction. 

MC 127304 (Sub-21)X, filed January 21, 
1982. Applicant: CLEAR WA’ 

TRUCK COMPANY, INC., 9101 North 
West St., Valley Center, KS 67148. 
Representative: Michael J. Ogborn, P.O. 
Box 82028, Lincoln, NE 68501. Subs 6, 7, 
8, and 16F: (A) Broaden to “food and 
related products” from (1) meats, meat 
products, and meat by-products, and 
articles distributed by meat 
packinghouses, Subs 6, 7, and 16F, (2) 
meats, packinghouse products, and 
commodities used by packinghouses, 
Sub 8; and (3) commodities used by 
meat packers in the conduct of their 
business when destined to and for use 
by meat packers, Sub 16F; (B) remove (1) 


Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 32 / Wednesday, February 17, 1982 / Notices 


“except acids, chemicals, and oils in 
bulk” restriction, Sub 7; and (2) “except 
hides and commodites in bulk” 
restriction, Sub 16 (part 1); and (C) 
broaden to “between points in the U.S. 
(except AK and HI)”, under continuing 
contract(s) with a named shipper, all 
Subs. 


MC 133689 (Sub-371)X, filed February 
1, 1982. Applicant: OVERLAND 
EXPRESS, INC., 8651 Naples St. NE, 
Blaine, MN 55434. Representative: 
Robert P. Sack, P.O. Box 6010, West St. 
Paul, MN 55118. Subs 186F and 335F 
certificates, (a) broaden the general 
commodities authority by removing the 
exception to “commodities of unusual 
value,” and also the exception of 
“foodstuffs” in Sub 186; (b) change one- 
way to radial authority; (c) replace 
named facilities with countywide 
authority: Sub 186, Hartford County, CT 
(Berlin), and Hampden County, MA 
(Springfield); and Sub 335, St. Louis, MO 
and points in St. Louis County, MO (St. 
Louis); and (d) remove “originating at” 
and “destined to” restriction in Sub 186. 


MC 135714 (Sub-9)X, filed January 22, 
1982. Applicant: PAK MOVING, INC., 
P.O. Box 249, Suisun, CA 94585. 
Representative: Daniel W. Baker, 100 
Pine St., #2550, San Francisco, CA 
94111. Sub 8F broaden: (1) From 
“general commodities with the usual 
exceptions to “general commodites 
(except Classes A and B explosives, 
household goods and commodities in 
bulk)”, and (2) remove restriction to 
transportation of shipments moving on 
bills of lading of freight forwarders or on 
through joint carrier bills of lading and 
exception against ex-air traffic and (3) 
broaden a described San Francisco, CA 
territory to San Francisco, San Mateo, 
Santa Clara, Contra Costa, Alameda 
and Marin Counties and from points in 
CA along described Highways to San 
Francisco, San Mateo, Santa Clara, 
Contra Costa, Alameda, Marin, Solano, 
Napa, Sonoma, Lake, Siskyiyou, 
Mendocino, Sutter, Colusa, Yolo, 
Humboldt, Trinity, Glenn, Tehama, 
Shasta, Butte, Yuba and Del Norte 
Counties. 


MC 144646 (Sub-2)X, filed January 25, 
1982. Applicant: BUSBY FREIGHT 
LINES, INC., 1022 Coleman, Ypsilanti, 
MI 48197. Representative: Robert E. 
McFarland, 2855 Coolidge, Ste. 201A, 
Troy, MI 48084. Sub-No. 1, broaden (1) 
from automobile parts, part and 
materials used in the manufacture, 
production and assembly of automobiles 
and component parts to “transportation 
equipment, parts and materials used in 
the manufacture, production and 
assembly of transportation equipment 





Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 32 / Wednesday, February 17,.1982 / Notices 


and component parts” (2) replace 
Lansing, MI facilities with Eaton, 
Ingham, and Clinton Counties, MI (3) 
replace Detroit Metropolitan Wayne 
County Airport with Wayne, Oakland 
and. Macomb Counties, MI and the 
Willow Run Airport with Washtenaw 
County, MI; (4) remove the ex-air 
restriction and (5) remove the aggregate 
per shipment weight restriction. 


[FR Doc. 82-4074 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am| 
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


Railroad Information System; 
Availability of Discussion 
Memorandum 


AGENCY: Interstate Commerce 
Commission. 

ACTION: Notice of availability of 
discussion memorandum. 


SUMMARY: The Interstate Commerce 
Commission is reviewing its information 
requirements from railroads in light of 
recent fundamental changes in the 
nature and extent of our economic 
regulation of railroads. The purpose of 
this review is to identify rail accounting 
principles which the Commission will 
use to revise (if necessary) its 
accounting and reporting rules for class 
1 line-haul railroads. The data reported 
by railroads will eventually be used for 
jurisdictional tests and rate 
reasonableness determinations. 
Therefore, the accounting principles 
must relate to the data needs for these 
two purposes. 

To assist in the review, we have 
developed a Discussion Memorandum 
which addresses issues relating to 
various aspects of our railroad 
information system. The Discussion 
Memorandum describes several 
alternative conceptual approaches for 
obtaining financial and statistical 
information from railroads, and asks 
interested parties for their views on 
these options. The responses will better 
enable us to determine the need for 
specific changes to our railroad 
information system. 

DATE: Written responses should be filed 
with the Commission by March 30, 1982. 
ADDRESSES: An original and five copies, 
if possible, of any comments should be 
sent to: Ronald S. Young, Director, 
Bureau of Accounts, Room 6133, 
Interstate Commerce Commission, 
Washington, D.C, 20423. 

Copies of the Discussion _ 
Memorandum may be obtained by 
writing to the above address or by 
calling toll-free on 800-424-5403. 


FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Thomas Carter, (202) 275-7523. 

James H. Bayne, 

Acting Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4077 Filed 2-16-82: 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


Motor Carriers; Permanent Authority 
Decisions; Decision-Notice 


The following applications, filed on or 
after February 9, 1981, are governed by 
Special Rule of the Commission’s Rules 
of Practice, see 49 CFR 1100.251. Special 
Rule 251 was published in the Federal 
Register on December 31, 1980, at 45 FR 
86771. For compliance procedures, refer 
to the Federal Register issue of 
December 3, 1980, at 45 FR 80109. 

Persons wishing to oppose an 
application must follow the rules under 
49 CFR 1100.252. Applications may be 
protested on/y on the grounds that 
applicant is not fit, willing, and able to 
provide the transportation service or to 
comply with the appropriate statutes 
and Commission regulations. A copy of 
any application, including all supporting 
evidence, can be obtained from 
applicant's representative upon request 
and payment to applicant's 
representative of $10.00. 

Amendments to the request for 
authority are not allowed. Some of the 
applications may have been modified 
prior to publication to conform to the 
Commission’s policy of simplifying 
grants of operating authority. 

Findings 

With the exception of those 
applications involving duly noted 
problems (e.g., unresolved common 
control, fitness, water carrier dual 
operations, or jurisdictional questions) 
we find, preliminarily, that each 
applicant has demonstrated a public 
need for the proposed operations and 
that it is fit, willing, and able to perform 
the service proposed, and to conform to 
the requirements of Title 49, Subtitle IV, 
United States Code, and the 
Commission's regulations. This 
presumption shall not be deemed to 
exist where the application is opposed. 
Except where noted, this decision is 
neither a major Federal action 
significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment nor a major 
regulatory action under the Energy 
Policy and Conservation Act of 1975. 

In the absence of legally sufficient 
opposition in the form of verified 
statements filed on or before 45 days 
from date of publication (or, if the 
application later become unopposed), 
appropriate authorizing documents will 
be issued to applicants with regulated 
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operations (except those with duly 
noted problems) and will remain in full 
effect only as long as the applicant 
maintains appropriate compliance. The 
unopposed applications involving new 
entrants will be subject to the issuance 
of an effective notice setting forth the 
compliance requirements which must be 
satisfied before the authority will be 
issued. Once this compliance is met, the 
authority will be issued. 

Within 60 days after publication an 
applicant may file a verified statement 
in rebuttal to any statement in 
opposition. 

To the extent that any of the authority 
granted may duplicate an applicant's 
other authority, the duplication shall be 
construed as conferring only a single 
operating right. 

Note.—All applications are for authority to 
operate as a motor common carrier in 
interstate or foreign commerce over irregular 
routes, unless noted otherwise. Applications 
for motor contract carrier authority are those 
where service is for a named shipper “under 
contract”. 

Please direct status inquiries to the 
Ombudsman’s Office, (202) 275-7326. 


Volume No. OP1-24 


Decided: February 5, 1982. 

By the Commission, Review Board No. 1, 
Members Parker, Chandler, and Fortier. 

MC 160371, filed February 2, 1982. 
Applicant: PATRICIA FISCHER, D.B.A. 
FISCHER COURIERS, 2009 Peoria Rd., 
Springfield, IL 62702. Representative: 
Michael W. O'Hara, 300 Reisch Bldg, 
Springfield, IL 62701, (217) 544-5468. 
Transportating shipments weighing 100 
pounds or less if transported in a motor 
vehicle in which no one package 
exceeds 100 pounds, between points in 
the U.S. 


Volume No. OP4-38 


Decided: February 9, 1982. 

By the Commisssion, Review Board No. 2, 
Members Carleton, Fisher, and Williams. 

MC 148226 (Sub-2), filed February 1, 
1982. Applicant: SUN CITY DELIVERY, 
INC., division of SUN CITY SERVICE 
CORPORATION, 9 Zane Grey, P.O. Box 
9916, El Paso, TX 79989. Representative: 
Richard L. Walton, (same address as 
applicant), (915) 778-9900. Transporting 
shipments weighing 100 pounds or less if 
transported in a motor vehicle in which 
no one package exceeds 100 pounds, 
between points in the U.S. 


MC 160326, filed January 29, 1982. 
Applicant: HENRY J. BUCHANAN, 1388 
E. Hanley Ave., P.O. Box 813, Coeur d’ 
Alene, ID. Representative: Henry J. 
Buchanan (same address as applicant); 
(208) 772-5452. Transporting food and 
other edible products and byproducts 
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intended for human consumption 
(except alcoholic beverages and drugs), 
agricultural limestone and fertilizers, 
and other soil conditioners by the owner 
of the motor vehicle in such vehicle, 
between points in the U.S. 


MC 158286 (Sub-3), filed January 29, 
1982. Applicant: M. T. TRUCK LINE, 
INC., 4947 W. 173rd St., Country Club 
Hills, IL 60477. Representative: James C. 
Hardman, 33 N. LaSalle St., Chicago, IL 
60602, (312) 236-5944. Transporting 
general commodities (except classes A 
and B explosives), between Elsinore, 
Weisel, Arcilla, and Alberhill, CA, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in the U.S. Condition: Issuance of a 
certificate in this proceeding is 
conditioned upon applicant certifying to 
the Commission, prior to commencing 
operations, that all rail service has 
actually terminated at the specified 
points. The certification should be sent 
to the Deputy Director, Section of 
Operating Rights, Interstate Commerce 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20423. 

Note.—The purpose of this application is to 
substitute motor common carrier for 
abandoned rail service. 


MC 160296, filed January 28, 1982. 
Applicant: KENNETH W. RUSSELL and 
KIM P. LAMOREAUX, d.b.a. K & K 
TRAFFIC SERVICE CO., P.O. Box 645, 
Salt Lake City, UT 84111. 
Representative: Irene Warr, 311 S. State 
St., Ste. 280, Salt Lake City, UT 84111, 
(801) 531-1300. As a broker of general 
commodities (except household goods), 
between points in the U.S. 


MC 160347 , filed February 1, 1982. 
Applicant: TRUCK LOAD SERVICE, 
INC., 1313 Hooksett Rd., Hooksett, NH 
03106. Representative: John C. 
Lightbody, 30 Exchange St., Portland, 
ME 04101, (207) 773-5651. As a broker of 
general commodities (except household 
goods), between points in the U.S. 


Volume No. OP4—46 


Decided: February 10, 1982. 


By the Commission, Review Board No. 2, 
Members Carleton, Fisher, and Williams. 


MC 145526 (Sub-3), filed February 2, 
1982. Applicant: CTC 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 514 N. 
Claiborne Ave., New Orleans, LA 70112, 
Representative: Sol H. Proctor, 1101 
Blackstone Bldg., Jacksonville, FL 32202, 
(904) 632-2300. As a broker of general 
commodities (except household goods), 
between points in the U.S. 


MC 160246, filed February 4, 1982. 
Applicant: NIMROD CORPORATION, 
244 E. Ogden Ave., Suite 114, Hinsdale, 
IL 60521. Representative: Abraham A. 
Diamond, 29 S. LaSalle St., Chicago, IL 
60603, (312) 236-0548. As a broker of 


general commodities (except household 
goods), between points in the U.S. 

MC 160366, filed February 1, 1982, 
Applicant: KATHLEEN D. CASEY, d.b.a. 
CKC COURIER, 108 Kelseytown Rd., 
Clinton, CT 06413. Representative: 
James M. Burns, 1383 Main Street, Suite 
413, Springfield, MA 01103, (413) 781- 
8205. Transporting shipments weighing 
100 pounds or less if transported in a 
motor vehicle in which no one package 
exceeds 100 pounds, between points in 
the U.S. 


Volume No. OP4—49 


Decided: February 9, 1982. 

By the Commission, Review Board No. 2, 
Members Carleton, Fisher, and Williams. 

MC 133987 (Sub-3), filed February 3, 
1982. Applicant: ALL-AMERICAN CAB 
CO., d.b.a. AMERICAN PARCEL 
EXPRESS, 6123 State St., Huntington 
Park, CA 90255. Representative: Wilmer 
B. Hill, 805 McLachlen Bank Bldg., 666 
Eleventh St., N.W., Washington, DC 
20001, (202) 628-9243. Transporting 
shipments weighing 100 pounds or less if 
transported in a motor vehicle in which 
no one package exceeds 100 pounds, 
between points in the U.S. 

MC 160357, filed February 1, 1982. 
Applicant: CLAUDE C. CHRISTY, d.b.a. 
TRIPLE C TRUCKING, 2629 S.E. 166th, 
Portland, OR 97236. Representative: 
Claude C. Christy (same address as 
applicant), (503) 233-5766. Transporting 
food and other edible products and 
byproducts intended for human 
consumption (except alcoholic 
beverages and drugs), agricu/tural 
limestone and fertilizer, and other soil 
conditioners by the owner of the motor 
vehicle in such vehicle, between points 
in the U.S. 


Volume No. OP5-32 


Decided: February 9, 1982. 

By the Commission, Review Board No. 3, 
Members Krock, Joyce, and Dowell. 

MC 142539, (Sub-11), filed January 29, 
1982. Applicant: B. W. T. TRANSPORT, 
INC., 757 River Dr., Passaic, NJ 07055. 
Representative: Robert B. Pepper, 168 
Woodbridge Ave., Highland Park, NJ 
08904, 201-572-5551. Transporting for or 
on behalf of the United States 
Government, general commodities 
(except used household goods, 
hazardous or secret materials, and 
sensitive weapons and munitions), 
between points in the U.S. 

MC 142539, (Sub-12), filed January 29, 
1982. Applicant: B. W. T. TRANSPORT, 
INC., 757 River Drive, Passaic, NJ 07055. 
Representative: Robert B. Pepper, 168 
Woodbridge Ave., Highland Park, NJ 
08904, 201-572-5551. Transporting 
shipments weighing 100 pounds or less if 
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transported in a motor vehicle in which 
no one package exceeds 100 pounds, ° 
between points in the U.S. 


MC 160319, filed January 29, 1982. 
Applicant: LONNIE RAY BLAYLOCK 
and DELVIN D. McDONALD, d.b.a. B & 
M TRUCKING & HYDRO CRANE, 4100 
East Dr., Bakersfield, CA 93308. 
Representative: Earl N. Miles, 3704 
Candlewood Dr., Bakersfield, CA 93306, 
805-872-1106. Transporting for or on 
behalf of the United States Government 
general commodities (except used 
household goods, hazardous or secret 
materials, and sensitive weapons and 
munitions), between points in the U.S. 
Agatha L. Mergenovich, 

Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 82-4075 Filed 2-16-82, 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7035~01-M 


Motor Carriers; Permanent Authority 
Decisions; Decision-Notice 


The following applications, filed on or 
after February 9, 1981, are governed by 
Special Rule of the Commission’s Rules 
of Practice, see 49 CFR 1100.251. Special 
Rule 251 was published in the Federal 
Register of December 31, 1980, at 45 FR 
86771. For compliance procedures, refer 
to the Federal Register issue of 
December 3, 1980, at 45 FR 80109. 

Persons wishing to oppose an 
application must follow the rules under 
49 CFR 1100.252. A copy of any 
application, including all supporting 
evidence, can be obtained from 
applicant’s representative upon request 
and payment to applicant's 
representative of $10.00. 

Amendments to the request for 
authority are not allowed. Some of the 
applications may have been modified 
prior to publication to conform to the 
Commission's policy of simplifying . 
grants of operating authority. 


Findings 


With the exception of those 
applications involving duly noted 
problems (e.g., unresolved common 
control, fitness, water carrier dual 
operations, or jurisdictional questions) 
we find, preliminarily, that each 
applicant has demonstrated a public 
need for the proposed operations and 
that it is fit, willing, and able to perform 
the service proposed, and to conform to 
the requirements of Title 49, Subtitle IV, 
United States Code, and the 
Commission's regulations. This 
presumption shall not be deemed to 
exist where the application is opposed. 
Except where noted, this decision is 
neither a major Federal action 
significantly affecting the quality of the 
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human environment nor a major 
regulatory action under the Energy 
Policy and Conservation Act of 1975. 

In the absence of legally sufficient 
opposition in the form of verified 
statements filed on or before 45 days 
from date of publication, (or, if the 
application later becomes unopposed) 
appropriate authorizing documents will 

. be issued to applicants with regulated 
operations (except those with duly 
noted problems) and will remain in full 
effect only as long as the applicant 
maintains appropriate compliance. The 
unopposed applications involving new 
entrants will be subject to the issuance 
of an effective notice setting forth the 
compliance requirements which must be 
satisfied before the authority will be 
issued. Once this compliance is met, the 
authority will be issued. 

Within 60 days after publication an 
applicant may file a verified statement 
in rebuttal to any statement in 
opposition. 

To the extent that any of the authority 
granted may duplicate an applicant's 
other authority, the duplication shall be 
construed as conferring only a single 
operating right. 

Note.—All applications are for authority to 
operate as a motor common carrier in 
interstate or foreign commerce over irregular 
routes, unless noted otherwise. Applications 
for motor contract carrier authority are those 
where service is for a named shipper “under 
contract”. 

Please direct status inquiries to the 
Ombudsman’s Office, (202) 275-7326. 


Volume OP1-23 


Decided: February 5, 1982. 

By the Commission, Review Board No. 1, 
Members Parker, Chandler, and Fortier. 

MC 39491 (Sub-18) (partial 
republication), filed December 2, 1981, 
previously noticed in the Federal 
Register issue of January 8, 1982. 
Applicant: COLONIAL COACH CORP., 
17 Franklin Turnpike, Mahwah, NJ 
07430. Representative: Samuel B. Zinder, 
98 Cutter Mill Rd., Great Neck, NY 
11021, (516) 482-0881. Over regular 
routes, transporting passengers and 
their baggage, in the same vehicle with 
passengers, (1) between Coatesville, PA 
and Atlantic City, NJ, from Coatesville 
over US Bus. Rte. 30 to juntion US Hwy 
322 at or near Downington, PA, then 
over US Hwy 322 to junction PA Hwy 3 
at or near West Chester, PA, then over 
PA Hwy 3 to junction PA Hwy 352 near 
Rocky Hill, PA, then over PA Hwy 352 to 
junction Interstate Hwy 95 at or near 
Chester, PA, then over Interstate Hwy 
95 to US Hwy 322, then over US Hwy 
$22 to junction NJ Spur Hwy 536 near 
Williamstown, NJ, then over NJ Spur 
Hwy 536 to junction Atlantic City 


Expressway, then over Atlantic City 
Expressway to Atlantic City, NJ, and 
return over the same route, and (4) 
between Coatesville, PA and junction NJ 
Hwy 42 and Atlantic City Expressway 
at or near Turnersville, NJ, from 
Coatesville, PA over Bus. Rte. 30, to 
junction US Hwy 30, then over US Hwy 
30 to junction US Hwy 1 near 
Philadelphia, PA, then over US Hwy 1 to 
junction Interstate Hwy 76 at 
Philadelphia, PA, then over Interstate 
Hwy 76 to junction NJ Hwy 42, then over 
NJ Hwy 42 to junction Atlantic City 
Expressway, and return over the same 
route, restricted against the pickup or 
discharge of passengers on Interstate 
Hwy 76 in Philadelphia, Philadelphia 
County, PA. 

Note.—The purpose of this partial 
republication is to indicate the correct 
territorial descriptions for routes (1) and (4). 
The rest of the previous publication remains 
the same. 

MC 67340 (Sub-16), filed January 26, 
1982. Applicant: RESORT BUS LINES, 
INC., 1010 Nepperhan Ave., Yonkers, NY 
10703. Representative: Samuel B. Zinder, 
98 Cutter Mill Road, Great Neck, NY 
11021, (516) 482-0881. Over regular 
routes, transporting passengers and 
their baggage, in the same vehicle with 
passengers, between New York, NY, and 
Pittsfield, MA, from Port Authority Bus 
Terminals at New York, NY, over city 
streets and the Major Deegan 
Expressway to Central Ave., then over 
Central Ave. to NY State Thruway 
Entrance No. 5 (Midland Ave.), then 
over NY State Thruway to Exit No. 9 
(NY Hwy 119), then over access roads to 
junction U.S. Hwy 9, then over U.S. Hwy 
9 to Fishkill, NY, then over NY Hwy 82 
to junction U.S. Hwy 44 at Millbrook, 
NY, then over U.S. Hwy 44 to junction 
NY Hwy 22 at Villerton, NY, then over 
NY Hwy 22 to junction NY Hwy 23 at 
Hillsdale, NY, then over NY Hwy 23 to 
the NY-MA State line, then over MA 
Hwy 23 to junction U.S. Hwy 7, then 
over U.S. Hwy 7 to Pittsfield, MA, and 
return over the same route, serving all 
intermediate points. 

MC 119631 (Sub-48), filed February 2, 
1982. Applicant: DEIOMA TRUCKING 
COMPANY, P.O. Box 335, East Sparta, 
OH 44626. Representative: Lawrence E. 
Lindeman, 4660 Kenmore Ave., Suite 
1203, Alexander, VA 22304, (703) 751- 
2441, Transporting Jumber and wood 
products, between points in the U.S. 
(except AK and HI). 

MC 120910 (Sub-57), filed February 2, 
1982. Applicant: SERVICE EXPRESS, 
INC., P.O. Box 1009, Tuscaloosa, AL 
35401. Representative: Donald B. 
Sweeney, Jr., P.O. Box 2366, 
Birmingham, AL 35201, (205) 254-3880. 
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Transporting (1) metal products, (2) 
rubber and plastic products, (3) 
chemicals and related products, (4) 
machinery, (5) forest products, and (6) 
lumber and wood products, between the 
facilities used by National Standard 
Company and its subsidiaries at points 
in the U.S. (except AK and HI), on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
the U.S. (except AK and HI). 


MC 127550 (Sub-10), filed February 1, 
1982. Applicant: BOSCH TRUCKING 
COMPANY, INC., 5600 South 
Washington St., Bartonville, IL 61607. 
Representative: Edward G. Bazelon, 29 
South La Salle St., Chicago, IL 60603, 
(312) 236-9375. Transporting alcoholic 
beverages, between points in the U.S., 
under continuing contract(s) with Pekin 
Distributing Company, Inc., of Pekin, IL. 

MC 143570 (Sub-23) (republication) 
filed December 11, 1981, previously 
noticed in the Federal Register issue of 
January 6, 1982. Applicant: D & G 
TRUCKING, INC., 4420 E. Overland Rd., 
Meridian, ID 83642. Representative: 
David E. Wishney, P.O. Box 837, Boise, 
ID 83701, (208) 336-5955. Transporting 
construction materials, and materials, 
equipment and supplies used in the 
installation of construction materials, 
between points in AZ, CA, CO, ID, NV, 
MT, OR, UT, WA and WY. 

Note.—The purpose of this republication is 
to indicate the correct commodity 
description. 


MC 144201 (Sub-9), filed February 1, 
1982. Applicant: V.M.P. ENTERPRISES, 
INC., 10542 West Donges Court, 
Milwaukee, WI 53224. Representative: 
Daniel R. Dineen, 710 North Plankinton 
Ave., Milwaukee, WI 53203, (414) 273- 
7410. Transporting buses, between 
points in Prowers County, CO, Pembina 
County, ND, and Rowan County, NC, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in the U.S. 

MC 145860 (Sub-2), filed February 1, 
1982. Applicant: JAMES MILTON 
HOWLETT, d.b.a. HOWLETT’S 
TRUCKING COMPANY, 2621 Medina 
Drive, San Bruno, CA 94066. 
Representative: James Milton Howlett 
(same address as applicant), (415) 871- 
8596. Transporting paper and paper 
products, furniture and fixtures, and 
plastic articles, between points in the 
U.S., under continuing contract(s) with 
Scott Paper Company, of Philadelphia, 
PA. 


MC 146890 (Sub-42), filed February 2, 
1982. licant: C & E TRANSPORT, 
INC., d.b.a. C. E. ZUMSTEIN CO., P.O. 
Box 27, Lewisburg, OH 45338. 
Representative: E. Stephen Heisley, 805 
McLachlen Bank Bldg., 666 Eleventh 
Street NW., Washington, DC 20001, (202) 
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628-9243. Transporting general 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, household goods as defined 
by the Commission, and commodities in 
bulk), between points in the U.S., under 
continuing contract({s) with Hercules 
Incorporated, of Wilmington, DE. 

MC 151930 (Sub-4), filed February 1, 
1982. Applicant: NEWCOMER 
TRUCKING, INC., 1200 Island Ave., 
McKees Rocks, PA 15136. 
Representative: John A. Pillar, 1500 Bank 
Tower, 307 Fourth Ave., Pittsburgh, PA 

*15222, (412) 471-3300. Transporting 
general commodities (except classes A 
and B explosives and household goods), 
between Pittsburgh, PA, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in 
Beaver, Butler, Lawrence, and 
Westmoreland Counties, PA. 

MC 152411 (Sub-1) (republication), 
filed April 1, 1981, previously noticed in 
the Federal Register issue of April 23, 
1981. Applicant: EMANON 
TRANSPORTATION SERVICES, INC., 
141 Lincoln St., Exeter, PA 18643. 
Representative: Daniel W. Krane, Box 
626, 2207 Old Gettysburg Rd., Camp Hill, 
PA 17011, (717) 761-0520. Transporting 
general commodities (except classes A 
and B explosives), between points in 
Luzerne County, PA, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in the U.S. 

Note.—The purpose of this republication is 
to indicate Luzerne County, PA, as the correct 
base point in the territorial description. 

MC 152891 (Sub-2), filed February 1, 
1982. Applicant: WALES INDUSTRIES, 
INC., P.O. Box 1156, Lake Wales, FL 
33880. Representative: John W. 
McWhirter, Jr., P.O. Box 1364, Tampa, FL 
33601, (813) 224-0866. Transporting 
foodstuffs, between points in the U.S. 
(except AK and HI). 


Volume No. OP4—45 


Decided: February 10, 1982. 

By the Commission, Review Board No. 2, 
Members Carleton, Fisher, and Williams. 

MC 145636 (Sub-24), filed February 2, 
1982. Applicant: BOB BRINK, INC., 165 - 
Steuben St., Winona, MN 55987. 
Representative: Edward H. Instenes, 
P.O. Box 676, Winona, MN 55987 (507) 
454-3914. Transporting general 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives), between points in TX, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
in the U.S. 

MC 149546 (Sub-30), filed February 2, 
1982. Applicant: D & T TRUCKING CO., 
INC., P.O. Box 12505, New Brighton, MN 
55112. Representative: Samuel 
Rubenstein, P.O. Box 5, Minneapolis, 
MN 55440, (612) 542-1121. Transporting 
clay, concrete, glass or stone products, 
between Minneapolis, MN, and points in 
IL, IN, OH, MI, and NJ, on the one hand, 


and, on the other, points in CO, IA, MN, 
NE, MT, ND, SD, and WY. 

MC 160306, filed January 29, 1982. 
Applicant: VENUS TRAVEL, 448 Forbes 
Ave., New Haven, CT 06512. 
Representative: W. Dale Gerling, 75 
Bradley Ave., East Haven, CT 06512, 
(203) 467-4416. To operate as a broker, 
at New Haven, CT, in arranging for the 
transportation of passengers and their 
baggage, between points in CT, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
the U.S. f 

MC 160356, filed February 1, 1982. 
Applicant: GEORGE DAVID PHILLIPS, 
218 Hillcrest St., Siler City, N.C. 27344. 
Representative: Terrell C. Clark, P.O 
Box 25, Stanleytown, VA. 24168, (703) 
629-2818. Transporting floor or wall 
coverings, and adhesives, between 
points in Lancaster County, PA, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
NC, SC, TN, and VA. 


Volume No. OP4-47 


Decided: February 8, 1982. 

By the Commission, Review Board No. 2,- 
Members Carleton, Fisher, and Williams. 

MC 34027 (Sub-25), filed January 28, 
1982. Applicant: GREETINGS, INC., P.O. 
Box 82, Pella, LA 50219. Representative: 
Ronald R. Adams, 600 Hubbell Bldg., 
Des Moines, IA 50309, (515) 244-2329. 
Transporting food and related products, 
(1) between points in Marion and Polk 
Counties, IA, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in CA, OR, WA, MN, 
WL, IL, MO, KS, NE, SD, IA, OH, and 
TN, and (2) between points in Porter 
County, IN, Van Buren County, MI, Polk 
County, FL, and Chicago, IL, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in Marion 
County, IA. 

MC 72547 (Sub-1), filed January 25, 
1982. Applicant: C. KING MOTOR 
SERVICE, INC., 3601 S. Broadway at 
Miami, St. Louis, MO 63118. 
Representative: B. W. LaTourette, Jr., 11 
S. Meramec, Suite 1400, St. Louis, MO 
63105, (314) 727-0777. Transporting 
metal products, between those points in 
the U.S. in and east of ND, SD, NE, CO, 
NM, and TX. 

MC 148437 (Sub-6), filed January 29, 
1982. Applicant: BORK TRANSPORT, 
INC., 600 S.E. 18th St., Des Moines, IA 
50317. Representative: William L. — 
Fairbank, 2400 Financial Center, Des 
Moines, IA 50309, (515) 282-3525. 
Transporting petroleum products, 
between Dubuque, IA, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in IL, MN, and 
WI 


MC 159567, filed February 1, 1982. 
Applicant: BENNETT LOGGING CO., 
INC., Sr Box 111, Nettie, WV 26681. 
Representative: John M. Friedman, 2930 
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Putnam Ave., P.O. Box 426, Hurricane, 
WV 25526, (304) 562-3460. Transporting 
(1) Jumber and wood products, {2). 
building materials, and (3) machinery, 
between points in WV, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in GA, KY, MD, 
NY, NC, OH, PA, SC, TN, and VA. 

MC 160007 (Sub-1), filed January 25, 
1982. Applicant: DEJ|}ONG TRANSPORT, 
33651 Arcadian Way, Abbotsford, B.C., 
Canada V2S 4N3. Representative: 
Kenneth R. Mitchell, 2320A Milwaukee 
Way, Tacoma, WA 98421, (206) 383- 
3998. Transporting ma/t beverages, 
between the ports of entry on the 
International Boundary line between the 
U.S. and Canada at points in WA, ID, 
and MT, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in Canada. 


MC160307, filed January 29, 1982. 
Applicant: HENRY P. WILLIAMS AND 
ANNIE M. WILLIAMS, d.b.a. TRINITY 
CHARTER LINES, 525 W. 21st St., Los 
Angeles, CA 90044. Representative: Fred 
H. Mackensen, Suite 4150, 2029 Century 
Park East, Los Angeles, CA 90067 
Transporting passengers and their 
baggage, in round-trip charter 
operations, beginning and ending at 
points in Los Angeles and Orange 
Counties, CA, and extending to points in 
AZ, NV, and UT. 


Volume No. OP4—48 


Decided: February 9, 1982. 

By the Commission, Review Board No. 2, 
Members Carleton, Fisher, and Williams. 

MC69877 (Sub-3), filed February 1, 
1982. Applicant: ROSEVILLE MOTOR 
EXPRESS, INC., 277 Cemetery Rd., 
Crooksville, OH 43731. Representative: 
Boyd B. Ferris, 50 W. Broad St., 
Columbus, OH 43215, (614) 464-4103. 
Transporting general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives), 
between Columbus, OH, and points in 
Tuscarawas, Coshocton, ssesldaaien, 
Guernsey, Morgan, Perry, Fairfield, and 
Hocking Counties, OH, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in the U.S. 

MC108937 (Sub-72), filed February 1, 
1982. Applicant: MURPHY MOTOR 
FREIGHT LINES, INC., 2323 Terminal 
Rd., St. Paul, MN 55113. Representative: 
Jerry E. Hess, P.O. Box 43640, St. Paul, 
MN 55164, (612) 633-7911. Transporting 
general commodities (except classes A 
and B explosives, household goods and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
the U.S. {except AK and HI), under 
continuing contract(s) with the 3M 
Company, of St. Paul, MN. 


MC142467 (Sub-2), filed February 2, 
1982. Applicant: DIXIE FREIGHT LINE, 
INC., P.O. Box 532, Greenville, MS 
38701. Representative: Harold H. 
Mitchell, Jr., P.O. Box 1295, Greenville, 
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MS 38701, (601) 335-3576. Transporting 
such commodites as are dealt in or used 
by regional farm supply, manufacturing 
and marketing cooperatives, between 
those points in the U.S. in and east of 
ND, SD, NE, CO, and NM. 

MC142827 (Sub-15), filed February 1, 
1982. Applicant: DEMARLIE 
TRUCKING, INC., P.O. Box 338, 
Reynolds, IL 61279. Representative: Jack 
H. Blanshan, 205 W. Touhy Ave., Suite 
200-A, Park Ridge, IL 60068 (312) 698- 
2235. Transporting clay, concrete, glass 
or stone products between points in 
Thomas County, GA, and Tippah 
County, MS, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in IA, IL, IN, MO, and 
wl 


MC 143697 (Sub-2), filed February 2, 
1982. Applicant: NORTH JERSEY TANK 
LINES, INC., P.O. Box 397, Wyckoff, NJ 
07481. Representative: Robert B. Pepper, 
168 Woodbridge Ave., Highland Park, NJ 
08904, (201) 572-5551. Transporting 
commodities in bulk (except chemicals 
and petroleum products), between 
points New York, NY, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in CT, DE, IL, 
IN, ME, MD, MA, NH, NJ, NY, OH, PA, 
RI, VT, and VA. 

MC 147227 (Sub-12), filed February 3, 
1982. Applicant: ATLANTIC 
MARKETING CARRIERS, INC., 4025 
South Golden State Hwy, Suite 6, 
Fresno, CA 93725. Representative: Eric 
Meierhoefer, Suite 1000, 1029 Vermont 
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20005, 
(202) 347-9332. Transportating general 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives, household goods, and 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
ME, NH, VT, MA, CT, and RI, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in the 
US. 


MC 149497 (Sub-21), filed February 1, 
1982. Applicant: HAUPT CONTRACT 
CARRIERS, INC., P.O. Box 1023, 
Wausau, WI 54401. Representative: 
Robert A. Wagman (same address as 
applicant), (715) 359-2907. 
Transportating general commodities 
(except classes A and B explosives, 
household goods, and commodities in 
bulk), between points in the U.S., under 
continuing contract(s) with Action 
Tungsram, Inc., of East Brunswick, NJ. 

MC 160367, filed February 2, 1982. 
Applicant: SILVESTRI BROTHERS, 
INC., P.O. Box 1086, La Marada, CA 
90637. Representative: Donald R. 
Hedrick, P.O. Box 4334, Santa Ana, CA 
92702, (714) 667-8107. Transportating 
plastics and related products, between 
points in the U.S., under continuing 
contract(s) with (1) LTD Packaging 
Corporation, of Santa Fe Springs, CA, 
and (2) Liqui-Box Corporation, of La 
. Mirada, CA. 


Volume.No. OP5-30 


Decided: February 5, 1982. 

By the Commission, Review Board No. 3, 
Members Krock, Joyce, and Dowell. 

MC 84739 (Sub-31), filed January 22, 
1982. Applicant: SEVERSON 
TRANSPORT, INC., 624 Albion Road, 
Edgerton, WI 53534. Representative: 
Ronald J. Mastej, 900 Guardian Bldg., 
Detroit, MI 48226, 313-963-3750. 
Transportating (1) metal products and 
(2) such commodities as are dealt in or 
used by a manufacturer of truck trailers, 
between points in KY, MI, OH, PA, and 
wv 


MC 110149 (Sub-13), filed January 20, 
1982. Applicant: PAN AMERICAN VAN 
LINES, INC., 18420 So. Sante Fe Avenue, 
P.O. Box 923, Long Beach, CA 90801. 
Representative: W. C. Fogle (same 
address as applicant), (213) 537-2630. 
Transporting (1) furniture and fixtures, 
and (2) rocket engines and rocket fuel, 
between points in the U.S. (except AK, 
HI and VT). 

MC 118978 (Sub-14), filed January 25, 
1982. Applicant: MERCURY EXPRESS, 
LTD., 2100 United Blvd., Coquitlam, BC, 
Canada V3K 3V4. Representative: Jack 
R. Davis, 1100 IBM Bidg., Seattle, WA 
98101, 206-624-7373. Transporting 
general commodities (except classes A 
and B explosives, and commodities in 
bulk), in foreign commerce only, 


between points in WA, OR, CA, NV, AZ, 


UT, ID, MT, WY, CO, NM, and TX, on 
the one hand, and, on the other, points 
on the international boundary line 
between the U.S. and Canada. 

MC 128648 (Sub-33), filed January 27, 
1982. Applicant: TRANS-UNITED, INC., 
P.O. Box 2081, East Chicago, IN 46312. 
Representative: Joseph Winter, 29 South 
LaSalle Street, Chicago, IL 60603, (312) 
263-2306. Transporting metal products 
between points in the U.S. (except AK 
and HI). : 

MC 133718 (Sub-5), filed January 22, 


1982. Applicant: WILBURN H. RAMSEY, 


d.b.a. W. H. RAMSEY & SONS 
TRUCKING, 717 Berry Street, Roseville, 
CA 95678. Representative: W. H. 
Ramsey, P.O. Box 445, Lincoln, CA 
95678, 916-786-7579. Transporting such 
commodities as are dealt in or used by a 
manufacturer of clay and earthenware 
tile, between points in the U.S., under 
continuing contract(s) with American 
Olean Tile Company, of Roseville, CA. 
MC 140889 (Sub-25), filed January 28, 
1982. Applicant: FIVE STAR 
TRUCKING, INC., 4720 Beidler Rd., 
Willoughby, OH 44094. Representative: 
Ignatius B. Trombetta, One Public 


Square, Suite 1011, Cleveland, OH 44113, 


(216) 589-0448. Transporting textile mill 
products between points in the US., 
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under continuing contract(s) with 
Carson-Pirie-Scott & Co., of Chicago, IL. 

MC 149138 (Sub-5), filed January 19, 
1982. Applicant: COLORADO, KANSAS, 
MISSOURI EXPRESS COMPANY, d.b.a. 
CKM EXPRESS CO. 4250, Oneida St., 
Suite 130, Denver, CO 80239. 
Representative: William J. Lippman, 50 
South Steele St., Suite 588, Denver, CO 
80209, (303) 322-0800. Transporting such 
commodities as are dealt in or used by 
breweries, between points in CO, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
AZ, CA, ID, IA, KS, LA, MS, NE, NM, 
OK, TN, TX, UT, WA, and WY. 

MC 149429 (Sub-2), filed January 27, 
1982. Applicant: H & M TRUCKING 
COMPANY, P.O. Box 176, Riegelwood, 
NC 28456. Representative: John C. 
Bradley, Suite 1301, 1600 Wilson Blvd., 
Arlington, VA 22209, 703-522-0900. 
Transporting such commodities as are 
dealt in our used by manufacturers of (1) 
forest products, (2) lumber and wood 
products, (3) paper and paper products, 
between points in the U.S. under 
continuing contract(s) with Federal 
Paper Board Company of Riegelwood, 
NC. 

MC 151228 (Sub-2), filed January 28, 
1982. Applicant: P & M TRUCKING, 
INC., 740 Iowa St., Norman, OK 73069. 
Representative: Michael H. Lennox, 531 ~ 
N. Portland, Oklahoma City, OK 73147, 
(405) 943-2722. Transporting general 
commodities (except household goods 
as defined by the Commission and 
classes A and B explosives), between 
points in the U.S. (except AK and HI). 

MC 155428, filed January 25, 1982. 
Applicant: K-C & COMPANY 
TRUCKING, P.O. Box 141, Lima, MT 
59739. Representative: David E. 
Wishney, P.O. Box 837, Boise, ID 83701, 
(208) 336-5955. Transporting Mercer 
commodities, (a) between points in ID, 
MT, NV, UT, and WY, and (b) between 
points in ID, MT, NV, UT, and WY, on 
the one hand, and on the other, points in 
CO, ND, OR, SD, WA, and WY. 

MC 159639 (Sub-1), filed January 28, 
1982. Applicant: FLA-TEX, INC., 2705 
North Cage, P.O. Box 631, Pharr, TX 
78577. Representative: David Thompson 
(same address as applicant), 512-787- 
5951. Transporting (1) plastic products, 
between points in Clinton County, NY 


_ on the one hand, and, on the other, 


points in the U.S. (2) food and related 
products, between points in Bergen 
County, NJ, on the one hand and, on the 
other, points in the U.S. 

MC 159718, filed December 15, 1981, 
previously published in Federal Register 
(Republication) on January 13, 1982. 
Applicant: BULK TRANSPORT CO., OF 
ESSEXVILLE, INC., 1500 Pine St., 





Essexville, MI 48732.Representative: 
William B. Elmer, 615 E. Eighth St., 
Traverse City, MI 49684 (616) 941-5313. 
Transporting ores and minerals, 
between points in MI on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in IL, IN, and 
OH, and ports of entry on the 
international boundary line between the 
United States and Canada. 

Note.—Purpose of republication is to show 
correct territorial description, and delete “in 
foreign commerce only”. 

MC 160008, filed January 27, 1982. 
Applicant: U.S. COACHWORKS, INC., 
6115 Denton Drive, Dallas, TX 75235. 
Representative: D. Paul Stafford, P.O. 
Box 45538, Dallas, TX 75245 (214) 358- 
3341. Transporting passengers and their 
baggage, in the same vehicle with 
passengers, in charter and special 
operations, beginning and ending at 
points in TX, and extending to points in 
the U.S. 

MC 160279, filed January 27, 1982. 
Applicant: MBPXL TRANSPORTATION, 
INC., P.O. Box 2519, Wichita, KS 67201. 
Representative: Michael J. Ogborn, P.O. 
Box 82028, Lincoln, NE 68501, 402-475- 
6761. Transporting (1) food and related 
products, between points in the U.S., 
under continuing contract({s) with 
MBPXL Corporation and House of 
Schwan, Inc., both of Wichita, KS, 
Fleming Companies, Inc., of Oklahoma 
City, OK, and Thomas Distributing Co., 
Inc., of Auburn, NE, and (2) pulp, paper 
and related products, between points in 
the U.S., under continuing contract(s) 
with Inland Container Corporation of 
Indianapolis, IN. 

MC 160288, filed January’28, 1982. 
Applicant: ATRAVCO, INC., 1614 
Pacific Ave., Atlantic City, NJ 08401. 
Representative: Alan R. Squires, 818 
Widener Blidg., 1339 Chestnut St., 
Philadelphia, PA 19107 (2159 564-3880. 
To operate as a broker at Atlantic City, 
NJ, arranging for the transportation of 
passengers and their baggage, in the 
same vehicle, in special or charter 
operations, between points in the U.S. 

MC 160299, filed January 28, 1982. 
Applicant: ALCOVE BOAT CARRIERS, 
INC., 5 Strong Place, Cohoes, NY 12047. 
Representative: Robert P. Guay (same 
address as applicant) (518) 237-4836. 
Transporting boats and boating 
accessories, between points in VT, MA, 
CT, and RI. 


Volume No. OP5-31 


Decided: February 9, 1982. 

By the Commission, Review Board No. 3, 
Members Krock, Joyce, and Dowell. 

MC 40896 (Sub-34), filed February 1, 
1982. Applicant: S & W MOTOR LINES, 
INC., P.O. Box 18267, Greensboro, NC 
27419. Representative: Kim G. Meyer, 


235 Peachtree St., N.E., Suite 1200, 
Atlanta, GA 30303, 404-522-2322. © 
Transporting (1) containers, container 
closures and components, and 
packaging products, between Atlanta, 
GA, points in Davidson County, NC, and 
Fulton County, GA, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in SC, GA, FL, 
NC, VA, AL, LA, and MS; and (2) malt 
beverages, between points in Houston 
County, GA, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in NC. 


MC 79568 (Sub-2), filed February 1, 
1982. Applicant: O'ROURKE STORAGE 
& TRANSFER COMPANY, 
INCORPORATED, 60 Campbell's Run 
Rd., Pittsburgh, PA 15205. 
Representative: John A. Vuono, 2310 
Grant Bldg., Pittsburgh, PA 15219-2383, 
(412) 471-1800. household 
goods as defined by the Commission, 
between points in AL, AZ, AR, CA, CO, 
CT, DE, FL, GA, IL, IN, IA, KS, KY, LA, 
ME, MD, MA, MI, MN, MS, MO, NE, NH, 
NJ, NM, NY, NC, OH, OK, PA, RI, SC, 
TN, TX, VT, VA, WV, WI, and DC. 

MC 117119 (Sub-842), filed February 1, 
1982. Applicant: WILLIS SHAW 
FROZEN EXPRESS, INC., P.O. Box 188, 
Elm Springs, AR 72728. Representative: | 
L. M. McLean (same address as 
applicant), 501-248-7261. Transporting 
such commodities as are dealt in our 
used by retail stores {except 
commodities in bulk), between points in 
GA, SC, NC, FL, IA, NE, and IN, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
the U.S. {except AK and HI). 


MC 126899 (Sub-150), filed January 29, 
1982. Applicant: USHER TRANSPORT, 
INC., 3925 Old Benton Rd., Paducah, KY 
42001. Representative: George M. 
Catlett, Suite 700-702, McLure Bidg., 
Frankfort, KY 40601, (502) 227-7384. 
Transporting (1) wines and cordials 
between Toledo, OH, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, Chicago, IL, St. Louis, 
MO, and points in Dearborn County, IN, 
and (2) malt beverages and liquors 
between (a) Chicago, IL, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in AR, 
IA, MO, and WI, (b) between points in 
Seneca County, OH, on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in IN, and WV, 
(c) between Cincinnati, OH, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in NC, 
SC, TN, and VA, and (d) between 
Atlanta, GA, on the one hand, and, on 
the other, points in AL and FL. 


MC 133259 (Sub-9), filed February 1, 
1982. Applicant: ALLIED FREIGHT 
SYSTEMS, INC., Griswold Industrial 
Park, Williston, VT 05495. 
Representative: David M. Marshall, 101 
State St., Suite 304, Springfield, MA 
01103, 413-732-1136. 
general commodities (except classes A 
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and B explosives), between points in 
MA, NH, NY, and VT. 


MC 146268 (Sub-5), filed January 29, 
1982. Applicant: HENRY . 
TRANSPORTATION, INC., 1328 North 
Rock Hill Rd., St. Louis, MO 63124. 
Representative: B. W. LaTourette, Jr., 11 
South Meramec, Suite 1400, St. Louis, 
MO 63105, 314-727-0777. Transporting 
floor covering products, (1) between 
points in GA and TN on the one hand, 
and, on the other, points in MO, IL, IN, 
KY, IA, KS, and NE, and (2) between St. 
Louis, MO on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in IL, IN, and KY. 

MC 146728 (Sub-7), filed January 29, 
1982. Applicant: GOLDEN BROS., INC., 
234 East McClure St., Kewanee, IL 61443. 
Representative: Abraham A. Diamond, 
29 S. LaSalle St., Chicago, IL 60603, (312) 
236-0548. Transporting metal products 
between points in the U.S., under 
continuing contract(s) with Keystone 
Consolidated Industries, Inc., Keystone 
Group Division, of Peoria, IL. 


MC 146898 (Sub-6), filed February 1, 
1982. Applicant: MICKS SERVICE, INC., 
2145 Camanche Ave., Clinton, IA 52732. 
Representative: Carl E. Munson, 469 
Fischer Bldg., P.O. Box 796, Dubuque, IA 
52001, 319-557-1320. Transporting 
general commodities (except classes A 
and B explosives), between points in the 
U.S. (except AK and HI), under 
continuing contract(s) with Clinton Corn 
Processing Co., of Chicago, IL. 

MC 154928 (Sub-2), filed January 29, 
1982. Applicant: KNUTE TRUCKING, 
INC., P.O. Box 198 (Hillcrest), Rochelle, 
IL 61068. Representative: William J. 
Monheim, P.O. Box 1756, Whittier, CA 
90609 (213) 945-2745. Transporting malt 
beverages between points in the U.S., 
under continuing contract(s) with B.B. 
Distributors, Inc., of Sycamore, IL. 


MC 155409 (Sub-1), filed February 1, 
1982. Applicant: MI 
TRUCKING, INC., 3302 Park Drive, 
Owatonna, MN 55060. Representative: 
Stanley C. Olsen, Jr., 5200 Willson Rd., 
Suite 307, Edina, MN 55424. (612) 927- 
8855. Transporting malt beverages 
between points in Shelby County, TN, 
on the one hand, and, on the other; 
points in MN, ND, SD, and IA. 


MC 157839, filed February 1, 1982. 
Applicant: CCW TRANSPORT, INC., 
P.O. Box 133, Pioneer, OH 43554. 
Representative: James Duvall, 220 W. 
Bridge St., P.O. Box 97, Dublin, OH 
43017, 614-889-2531. Transporting mata/ 
products, between points in the U.S. 


MC 158639, filed January 29, 1982. 
Applicant: J & A TRANSPORT, 
LIMITED, 272 St. George St., Moncton, 
New Brunswick, Canada EIC 8P9. 





Representative: John C. Lightbody, 30 
Exchange St., Portland, ME 04101, (207) 
773-5651. Transporting peat products 
between ports of entry on the 
international boundary line between the 
United States and Canada, on the one 
hand, and, on the other, points in the 
US. 


MC 158978, filed January 29, 1982. 
Applicant: CONTINENTAL 
VANGUARD, INC., 204 Harding Ave., 
Bellmawr, NJ 08031. Representative: 
Norman A. Cooper, 145 W. Wisconsin 
Ave., Neenah, WI 54956, 414-722-2848. 
Transporting hazardous, non-hazardous 
and toxic waste, between those points 
in the U.S. in and east of WI, IL, KY, TN, 
and MS. 


MC 158998, filed January 29, 1982. 
Applicant: GREENTREE 
TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, 6501 
West 65th St., Chicago, IL 60638. 
Representative: Anthony E. Young, 29 
So. LaSalle St., Suite 350, Chicago, IL 
60603, 312-782-8880. Transporting 
general commodities (except classes A 
and B explosives), between points in the 
U.S. under continuing contract(s) with 
L.B. Foster Company of Des Plains, IL. 


MC 159538, filed January 29, 1982. 
Applicant: NEWSOM TRUCKING AND 
CONSTRUCTION CO., INC., Route 1, 
Box 149, Livingston, LA 70754. 
Representative: Doyle G. Owens, 3965 
Phelan Blvd., Suite 209, Beaumont, TX 
77707, (713) 835-6313. Transporting (1) 
steel articles, under continuing 
contract(s) with Bayou Steel, Inc., of 
LaPlace, LA, and (2) refractories, 
foundry and steel mill supplies, and 
mineral and chemical compounds, under 
continuing contract(s) with Foseco, Inc., 
of Brookpark, OH, between points in the 
US. 


MC 159879, filed January 29, 1982. 
Applicant: C T TRUCKING, INC., 414 
South Rd., High Point, NC 27260. 
Representative: John N. Fountain, P.O. 
Box 2246, Raleigh, NC 27602, 919-828- 
0731. Transporting furniture and 
fixtures, between points in NC and VA. 


MC 159958, filed February 1, 1982. 
Applicant: D & M TRUCKING 
CORPORATION, Route No. 13, P.O. Box 
455, Cookeville, TN 38501. 
Representative: Michael Spurlock, 275 
East State St., Columbus, OH 43215, 614- 
228-8575. Transporting general 
commodities (except classes A and B 
explosives), between points in OH, KY, 
IN, GA, and TN, on the one hand, and, 
on the other, those points in the U.S. in 
and east of MN, IA, MO, AR, and LA. 

MC 160308, filed January 29, 1982. 
Applicant: ANDREWS AND ANDREWS 
TRUCKING COMPANY, 132 Aspen 
Avenue, Hereford, TX 79045. 
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Representative: Richard Hubbert, P.O. 
Box 10236, Lubbock, TX 79408 (806) 763- 
9555. Transporting construction 
machinery and equipment between 
points in Deaf Smith, Castro, Parmer, 
Randall, and Potter Counties, TX, on the 
one hand, and, on the other, points in 
the U.S. 

MC 160348, filed February 1, 1982. 
Applicant: ORCHARD TRANSPORT 
LTD., 4820 48th Ave., Innisfail, Alberta, 
Canada TOM 1A0O. Representative: John 
B. Van de North, Jr., 2200 First National 
Bank Bldg., St. Paul, MN 55101, 612-291- 
1215. Transporting poéash, in foreign 
commerce only, between the ports of 
entry on the international boundary line 
between the United States and Canada 
in ND, on the one hand, and, on the 
other, points in MN, ND, SD, WI, IA, NE, 
and MT. 


Agatha L. Mergenovich, 
Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4076 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7035-01-M 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 


Proposed Consent Decree in Action 
Under the Clean Air Act To Require 
Compliance With Particulate Emission 
Regulations at Associated Electric 
Cooperative, Inc. in New Madrid, Mo. 


In accordance with Departmental 
policy, 28 CFR 50.7, 38 FR 19029, notice 
is hereby given that on January 27, 1982, 
a proposed consent decree in United 
States of America v. Associated Electric 
Cooperative, Inc., Civil No. 82-0060-CV- 
W-1 was lodged with the United States 
District Court for the Western District of 
Missouri. 

The proposed consent decree requires 
Associated Electric Cooperative, Inc. to 
achieve compliance by June 30, 1982, 
and December 31, 1982, respectively, 
with Clean Air Act required particulate 
emissions regulations contained in the 
Missouri State implementation plan 
pertaining to two steam-electric 
generating units at its New Madrid, 
Missouri facility. Upon entry of the 
Consent Decree, Associated Electric 
Cooperative, Inc. agrees to withdraw its 
petition for review in the Eighth Circuit, 
Associated Electric Cooperative, Inc. v. 
United States Environmental Protection 
Agency, No. 80-2075. 

The proposed consent decree may be 
examined at the Office of the United 


States Attorney, 519 U.S. Courthouse, 


811 Grand Avenue, Kansas City, 
Missouri 64106; at the Region VII Office 
of the Environmental Protection Agency, 
324 East Eleventh Street, Kansas City, 
Missouri 64106; and at the Office of the 
Environmental Enforcement Section, 
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Land and Natural Resources Division of 
the Department of Justice, Room 1252, 
Tenth and Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20530. A copy of the 
proposed consent decree may be 
obtained in person or by mail from the 
Environmental Enforcement Section, 
Land and Natural Resources Division of 
the Department of Justice. 

The Department of Justice will receive 
written comments relating to the 
proposed consent decree for a period of 
thirty days from the date of this notice. 
Comments should be directed to the 
Assistant Attorney General for the Land 
and Natural Resources Division of the 
Department of Justice, Tenth and 
Pennsylvania Avenue, N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20530 and should refer 
to United States of America v. 
Associated Electric Cooperative, Inc., 
D.J. Ref. 90-5-2-3-1356. 

Carol E. Dinkins, 

Assistant Attorney General. 
[FR Doc. 82-4123 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4410-01-M 


NATIONAL FOUNDATION OF THE 
ARTS AND THE HUMANITIES 


Humanities Panel; Meetings 


AGENCY: National Endowment for the 
Humanities. 
ACTION: Notice of meetings. 


SUMMARY: Pursuant to the provision of 
the Federal Advisory Committee Act 
(Pub. L. 92-463, as amended), notice is 
hereby given that the following meetings 
of the Humanities Panel will be held at 
806 15th Street, NW., Washington, DC 
20506. 


1. Date: March 8-9, 1982. 

Time: 9:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m. 

Room: 1134 

Program: This meeting will review 
applications submitted for Research 
Materials: Tools Panel for Literature, 
Lexicography, Linguistics, and Middle 
Eastern Studies, Division of Research 
Programs, for projects beginning after July 
1, 1982. 

2. Date: March 11-12, 1982 

Time: 9:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m. 

Room: 1134 

Program: This meeting will review 
applications submitted for Research 
Materials: Tools and Editions Panel on 
Music, Art and Architecture, Division of 
Research Programs, for projects beginning 
after July 1, 1982. 

3. Date: March 18-19, 1982 

Time: 9:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m. 

Room: 1134 

Program: This meeting will review 
applications submitted for Research 
Materials: Editions Panel of American 
Works, Division of Research Programs, for 
projects beginning after July 1, 1982. 





4. Date: March 25-26, 1982 

Time: 9:00 a.m. to 5:30 p.m. 

Room: 1134 

Program: This meeting will review 
applications submitted for Research 

Materials: Editions Panel for Non- 

American Works, Division of Research 

Programs, for projects beginning after July 

1, 1982. 

The proposed meetings are for the 
purpose of Panel review, discussion, 
evaluation and recommendation on 
applications for financial assistance 
under the National Foundation on the 
Arts and the Humanities Act of 1965, as 
amended including discussion of 
information given in confidence to the 
agency by grant applicants. Because the 
proposed meetings will consider 
information that is likely to disclose: 

(1) Trade secrets and commerical or 
financial information obtained from a 
person and privileged or confidential; 

(2) Information of a personal nature 
the disclosure of which would constitute 
a clearly unwarranted invasion of 
personal privacy; and 

(3) Information the disclosure of 
which would significantly frustrate 
implementation of proposed agency 
action; > 
pursuant to authority granted me by the 
Chairman's delegation of authority to 
close advisory committee meetings, 
dated January 15, 1978, I have 
determined that these meetings will be 
closed to the public pursuant to 
subsections (c)(4), (6) and (9)(B) of 
section 552b Title 5, United States Code. 

Further information about these 
meetings can be obtained from Mr. 
Stephen J. McCleary, Advisory 
Committee Management Officer, 
National Endowment for the 
Humanities, Washington, D.C. 20506, or 
call (202) 724-0367. 

Stepehn J. McCleary, 

Advisory Committee, Management Officer. 
[FR Doc. 82-4171 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 7536-01-M 


NUCLEAR REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 


Advisory Committee on Reactor 
Safeguards; Proposed Meetings 

In order to provide advance 
information regarding proposed 
meetings of the ACRS Subcommittees 
and of the full Committee, the following 
preliminary schedule reflects the current 
situation, taking into account additional 
meetings which have been scheduled 
and meetings which have been 
postponed or cancelled since the last list 
of proposed meetings published January 
20, 1982 (47 FR 2963). Those meetings. 
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which are definitely scheduled have 
had, or will have, an individual notice 
published in the Federal Register 
approximately 15 days (or more) prior to 
the meeting. Those Subcommittee 
meetings for which it is anticipated that 
there will be a portion or all of the 
meeting open to the public are indicated 
by an asterisk (*). It is expected that the 
sessions of the full Committee meeting 
designated by an asterisk (*) will be 
open in whole or in part to the public. 
ACRS full Committee meetings begin at 
8:30 a.m. and Subcommittee meetings 
usually begin at 8:30 a.m. The time when 
items listed on the agenda will be 
discussed during full Committee 
meetings and when Subcommittee 
meetings will start will be published 
prior to each meeting. Information as to 
whether a meeting has been firmly 
scheduled, cancelled, or rescheduled, or 
whether changes have been made in the 
agenda for the March 1982 ACRS full 
Committee meeting can be obtained by 
a prepaid telephone call to the Office of 
the Executive Director of the Committee 
(telephone 202/634-3267, ATTN: 
Barbara Jo White) between 8:15 a.m. 
and 5 p.m., Eastern Time. 


ACRS Subcommittee Meetings 


*Zimmer Nuclear Power Station, 
February 18, 1982, Cincinnati, OH. The 
Subcommittee will review the safety 
significance of quality assurance 
problems associated with plant 
construction which resulted in a 
$200,000 fine by NRC/Inspection and 
Enforcement (I&E). Notice of this 
meeting was published February 1. 

*Byron Station Units 1 and 2, 
February 26, 1982, Rockford, IL. The 
Subcommittee will review the 
application of the Commonwealth 
Edison Company for an operating 
license for Units 1 and 2. Notice of this 
meeting was published January 20. 

*Clinton Power Station Units 1 and 2, 
February 25 and 26, 1982, Decatur, IL. 
the Subcommittee will review the 
application of the Illinois Power 
Company for an operating license for 
Units 1 and 2. Notice of this meeting was 
published January 20. 

*Safety Philosophy, Technology, and 
Criteria, February 26, 1982, Washington, 
DC. The Subcommittee will review the 
Power Authority of the State of New 
York’s proposal for the Indian Point 3 
Systems Interaction Study and the NRC 
systems interaction program. 

*Regulatory Activities, March 3, 1982, 
Washington, DC. The Subcommittee will 
discuss Regulatory Guide 1.28, Revision 
3, “Quality Assurance Program 
Requirements (Design and 
Construction)”, and Proposed 
Amendment to 10 CFR 50.49 regarding 


Accreditation of Qualification Testing 
Organizations. 

* Waterford Steam Electric Station, 
March 3, 1982, Washington, DC. The 
Subcommittee will review the 
Waterford organization, staffing, and 
training. Notice of this meeting was 
published January 20. 

*Reactor Operations, March 3, 1982, 
Washington, DC. The Subcommittee will 
meet with the staff of the NRC’s Office 
for Analysis and Evaluation of 
Operational Data to continue 
discussions on the proposed Licensee 
Event Report (LER) Rule outlined in 
SECY-82-3, “Proposed Addition of 10 
CFR 50.73 Establishing the Licensee 
Event Report (LER) System.” 

*Decay Heat Removal Systems, 
March 16, 1982, Washington, DC. The 
Subcommittee will review the status of 
Task Action Plan A-45, “Shutdown 
Decay Heat Removal Requirements” 
and the effectiveness of PWR Decay 
Heat Removal Systems with the 
emphasis on the CESSAR System 80 
standard design. Notice of this meeting 
was published January 20. 

*Human Factors, March 17, 1982, 
Washington, DC. The Subcommittee will 
review the Safety Parameter System 
(SPDS) design concepts and the status of 
plant diagnostic systems. NUREG-0799, 
“Draft Criteria for Preparation of 
Emergency Operating Procedures” will 
be discussed. Additionally, the 
Subcommittee will discuss with 
representatives from industry ACRS 
concerns related to the management, 
organization, staffing, and technical 
resources of utilities that operate 
nuclear power plants. Other areas to be 
discussed include: the training of Shift 
Technical Advisors (STAs) in the areas 
of plant systems and transient/accident 
analysis, and Senior Reactor Operator 
(SRO) training programs and 
qualification. 

*Reactor Operations and R. E. Ginna, 
March 18 and 19, 1982, Rochester, NY. 
The Subcommittee will discuss the 
January 25, 1982 steam generator tube 
failure and site emergency incident and 
the Systematic Evaluation Program 
(SEP) as applied at Ginna. 

*Reliability and Probabilistic 
Assessment, March 19, 1982, 
Washington, DC. The Subcommittee will 
review the draft Commission Policy 
Statement on Safety Goals. 

*Structural Engineering, March 22, 
1982, Albuquerque, NM. The 
Subcommittee will review Sandia’s 
containment integrity program, including 
a visit to the Sandia structural 
laboratory. 

Safeguards and Security, March 23, 
1982, Albuquerque, NM. The 
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Subcommittee will discuss various 
design features that could be included in 
future nuclear power plant designs in 
order to make sabotage more difficult. 
Notice of this meeting was published 
January 20. 

*Washington Public Power Supply 
System Unit 2, March 23 and 24, 1982, 
Hanford, WA. The Subcommittee will 
review the application of Washington 
Public Power Supply System for an 
operating license. 

*Advanced Reactors, March 25, 26 
and 27, 1982, Argonne, IL. The 
Subcommittee will continue discussion 
of a report on LMFBR safety philosophy. 

*AC/DC Power Systems Reliability, 
March 30, 1982, Washington, DC. The 
Subcommittee will review the status of 
the Task Action Plan A-44, “Station 
Blackout” and the implementation of the 
recommendations of NUREG-0666, “A 
Probabilistic Safety Analysis of DC 
Power Supply Requirements for Nuclear 
Power Plants.” 

*Clinch River Breeder Reactor, March 
30 and 31, 1982, Washington, DC. The 
Subcommittee will review the Clinch 
River Breeder Reactor General Design 
Criteria. 

*Three Mile Island Unit 2 Action 
Plans, March 31, 1982, Washington, DC. 
The Subcommittee will review the 
proposed modification to 10 CFR Part 50, 
“Licensing Requirements for Pending 
Operating License Applications” (rule 
contains basic requirement of NUREG- 
0737, “Clarification of TMI Action Plan 
Requirements”). 

“Electrical Systems and Emergency 
Core Cooling Systems, March 31, 1982, 
Washington, DC. The Subcommittee will 
continue to review the NRC- and 
Industry-sponsored research on core 
water level indicator instruments and 
the implementation of core water level 
indicator installation requirements. 

*Nuclear Safety Research Program, 
March 31, 1982, Washington, DC. The 
Subcommittee will continue discussion 
of the NRC Long-Range Research 
Program Plan. 

*Wolf Creek, April 21 and 22, 1982, 
near Topeka, KS. The Subcommittee will 
review the application of the Kansas 
Gas and Electric Company, et al. for an 
operating license. 

*Watts Bar, May 4 and 5, 1982, 
Washington, DC. The Subcommittee will 
review the application of the Tennessee 
Valley Authority for an operating 
license. 

“Reactor Radiological Effects, Date to 
be determined, Washington, DC. The 
Subcommittee will review NUREG-0833, 
“Environmental Impact Statement on 
the Siting of Nuclear Power Plants,” 

*Metal Components, Date to be 
determined, Washington, DC. The 


Subcommitiee will continue the review 
of thermal shock to reactor vessels. 

*Clinch River Breeder Reactor and 
Site Suitability, Date to be determined, 
Washington, DC. The Subcommittee will 
begin site suitability review for the 
Clinch River Breeder Reactor. 

*Transportation of Radioactive 
Materials, Date to be determined, 
Washington, DC. The Subcommittee will 
continue the review of the adequacy of 
the NRC procedures for certifying 
packages for transporting radioactive 
materials. 


ACRS Full Committee Meeting 


March 4-6, 1982: Items are tentatively 
scheduled. 

*A. Clinton Power Station Units 1 and 
2—operating license. 

*B. Byron Station Units 1 and 2— 
operating license. 

*C. Waterford Steam Electric Station 
Unit 3—resolution of outstanding issues 
applicable to the operating license for 
this station. 

*D. NRC Regulatory Process—briefing 
regarding NRC program to improve 
quality assurance at operating nuclear 
power plants. 

*E. Safety Related Activities—reports 
of ACRS subcommittees, members and 
staff members regarding the status of 
assigned activities including proposed 
changes in NRC regulatory guides, 
systems interaction, and quality 
assurance deficiencies at nuclear power 
plants. 

*F. Future ACRS Activities—items 
proposed for ACRS consideration will 
be discussed. 

April 1-3, 1982: Agenda to be 
announced. 

May 6-8, 1982: Agenda to be 
announced. 


Dated: February 11, 1982. 
John C. Hoyle, 
Advisory Committee Management Officer. 
[FR Doc. 82-4138 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


Proposed Policy Statement on Safety 
Goals for Nuclear Power Plants 


In accordance with its previously 
announced Plan for Developing a Safety 
Goal (45 FR 71023, October 27, 1980), the 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission hereby 
publishes for public comment a 
proposed policy statement on safety 
goals for nuclear power plants. A report 
discussing the development of the 
proposed policy statement is being 
published separately as NUREG-0880, 
Safety Goals for Nuclear Power Plants: 
A Discussion Paper. A copy of NUREG- 
0880 is available for inspection at the 
Commission's Public Document Room, 
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1717 H Street, NW., Washington, D.C. 
Single copies of NUREG—0880 are 
available upon written request and at no 
cost to persons who wish to comment. 
Requests should be made to the NRC- 
GPO Sales Program, Attention: Sales 
Manager, Division of Technical 
Information and Document Control, U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20555 (Phone 301-492- 
9530). Copies may also be purchased 
from the NRC-GPO Program and the 
National Technical Information Service, 
Springfield, Virginia 22161. Comments 
on the statement and on NUREG-0880 
will be considered by the Commission in 
connection with possible modification of 
the proposed policy statement before its 
enunciation in effective form. 

Comments are solicited concerning 
the entire subject matter of this 
proposed policy statement and NUREG- 
0880 or any of their aspects. In addition, 
the Commission requests responses to 
certain additional, specific questions 
appearing in this notice. 

Written comments should be 
addressed to the Secretary of the 
Commission, U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission, Washington, D.C. 20555, 
Attention: Docketing and Service 
Branch, and should be received by May 
18, 1982. 

Commission plans for public meetings 
on the proposed policy statement will be 
announced later. 

For further information: Contact Mr. 
Dennis Rathbun or Mr. George Sege, 
Office of Policy Evaluation, U.S. Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission, Washington, 
D.C. 20555, (202) 634-3276. 

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 11th day of 
February 1982. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Samuel J. Chilk, 


Secretary of the Commission. 


Safety Goals for Nuclear Power Plants: 
A Proposed Policy Statement 


I. Introduction 


A. Purpose and Scope. In its response 
to the recommendations of the . 
President's Commission on the Accident 
at Three Mile Island, the Nuclear 
Regulatory Commission (NRC) stated 
that it was “prepared to move forward 
with an explicit policy statement on 
safety philosophy and the role of safety- 
cost tradeoffs in the NRC safety 
decisions”. This draft policy statement 
is a step in that direction. Current 
regulatory practices are believed to 
ensure that the basic statutory 
requirement, adequate protection of the 
public, is met. Nevertheless, current 
practices could be improved to provide 
a better means for testing the adequacy 
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of and need for current and proposed 
regulatory requirements. The 
Commission believes that such 
improvement could lead to more 
coherent and consistent regulation of 
nuclear power plants, a more 
predictable regulatory process, a public 
understanding of the regulatory criteria 
that the NRC applies, and public 
confidence in the safety of operating 
plants. 

Ultimately, an explicit statement of 
NRC safety policy is needed. Such a 
statement would state the Commission’s 
views on the acceptable level of risks to 
public health and safety and on the 
safety-cost tradeoffs in regulatory 
decisionmaking. 

This proposed policy statement 
focuses on one matter of special public 
concern at the present time: nuclear 
power plant accidents which may 
release radioactive materials from the 
reactor to the environment. Except as 
noted in the following sentence, it is our 
intent that nuclear power plant accident 
risks from various initiating mechanisms 
be taken into account to the best of the 
capability of current evaluation 
techniques, even where uncertainties (as 
with earthquakes) may be substantial. 
The safety goal does not include risks 
from routine emissions, from the nuclear 
fuel cycle, from sabotage, or from 
diversion of nuclear material. The risks 
to the public resulting from routine 
emissions from operating nuclear power 
plants are addressed in current NRC 
practice as follows. Before a nuclear 
power plant is licensed to operate, NRC 
prepares an environmental impact 
assessment which includes an 
evaluation of the radiological impacts of 
routine operation of the plant on the 
population in the region around the 
plant site. The assessment is subjected 
to public comment and may be 
extensively probed in adjudicatory 
hearings. For all plants licensed to 
operate, NRC has found that there will 
be no measurable radiological impact on 
any member of the public from routine 
operation of the plant. (Reference: NRC 
staff calculations of radiological impact 
on humans contained in Final 
Environmental Statements for specific 
nuclear power plants, e.g., NUREG-0779 
and NUREG-0812.) The objective of the 
present proposed policy statement is to 
develop goals for limiting to an 
acceptable level the additional potential 
radiological risk which might be 
imposed on the public as a result of 
accidents at nuclear power plants. 

B. Development of This Statement of 
Safety Policy. In developing this draft 
policy statement, the Commission has 
solicited and benefited from the 


information and suggestions provided 
by workshop discussions. Two NRC- 
sponsored workshops have been held, 
the first in Palo Alto, California, on April 
1-3, 1981‘and the second in Harpers 
Ferry, West Virginia, on July 23-24. The 
first workshop addressed general issues 
involved in developing safety goals. The 
second workshop focused on a 
discussion paper which presented 
proposed safety goals. Both workshops 
featured discussions among 
knowledgeable persons drawn from 
industry, public interest groups, 
universities, and elsewhere, and 
representing a broad range of 
perspectives and disciplines. 

Finally, the Commission received and 
considered a Discussion Paper on 
Safety Goals for Nuclear Power Plants, 
submitted in November 1981, by its 
Office of Policy Evaluation. 

In arriving at a final decision on a 
statement of its nuclear power plant 
safety policy and goals, the Commission 
will take into consideration the 
comments and suggestions received 
from the public in response to this draft 
statement. 


II. Qualitative Safety Goals 


The Commission proposes to adopt 
qualitative safety goals supported by 
provisional numerical guidelines. The 
Commission proposes as its first 
qualitative safety goal that the risk of a 
nuclear power plant accident not be a 
significant contributor to a person's risk 
of accidental death or injury. The intent 
is to require a level of safety such that 
individuals living or working near 
nuclear power plants should be able to 
go about their daily lives without special 
concern by virtue of their proximity to 
such plants: Thus, the Commission's first 
proposed safety goal is: 

¢ Individual members of the public should 
be provided a level of protection from the 
consequences of nuclear power plant 
accidents such that no individual bears a 
significant additional risk to life and health. 


The Commission also proposes that a 
limit be placed on the societal risks 
posed by reactor accidents. This 
proposed goal has two elements. First, 
the risks of accidents should be such 
that, when added to the risk of normal 
operation, the total risk to the public 
from an operating nuclear power plant 
would be comparable to or less than the 
risk from other viable means of 
generating the same quantity of 
electrical energy. Second, the risks of 
accidents should be reduced to the 
extent that is reasonably achievable 
through the application of available 
technology. (This principle is already 
applied to the normal operation of 
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nuclear power plants.) The use of a 
benefit-cost test on safety improvements 
to reduce societal risks is implicit in this 
goal. Thus, the Commission's second 
proposed safety goal is: 

¢ Societal risks to life and health from 
nuclear power plant accidents should be as 
low as reasonably achievable and should be 
comparable to or less than the risks of 
generating electricity by viable competing 
technologies. 


The comparative part of this goal is to 
be interpreted as requiring that the risks 
from accidents should be low enough 
that the total risks of nuclear power 
plants resulting from normal operation 
and accidents are comparable to or less 
than the total risks of the operation of 
competing electricity generating plants. 


Ill. Provisional Numerical Guidelines 


A. General Considerations. A key 
element in formulating a safety policy 
which establishes numerical guidelines 
is to understand both the strengths and 
limitations of the techniques by which 
one judges whether these guidelines 
have been met. 

A major step forward in the 


‘development and refinement of accident 


risk quantification was taken in the 
Reactor Safety Study completed in 1974. 
The objective of the Study was “to try to 
reach some meaningful conclusions 
about the risk of nuclear accidents.” The 
Study did not directly address the 
question of what level of risk from 
nuclear accidents was acceptable. 

Since the completion of the Reactor 
Safety Study, further progress in 
developing probabilistic risk assessment 
and in accumulating relevant data has 
led to recognition that it is feasible to 
begin to use quantitative reactor safety 
guidelines for limited purposes. 


. However, because of the sizable 


uncertainties still present in the methods 
and the gaps in the data base—essential 
elements needed to gauge whether the 
guidelines have been achieved—the 
quantitative guidelines should be 
viewed as aiming points or numerical 
benchmarks which are subject to 
revision as further improvements are 
made in probabilistic risk assessment. In 
particular, because of the present 
limitations in the state of the art of 
quantitatively estimating risks, the 
numerical guidelines are not substitutes 
for existing regulations. 

B. Numerical Guidelines. We want to 
make clear at the beginning of this 
section that no death attributable to a 
nuclear power plant accident will ever 
be “acceptable” in the sense that the 
Commission would regard it as a routine 
or permissible event. We are discussing 
acceptable risks, not acceptable deaths. 





In any fatal accident, a course of 
conduct posing an acceptable risk at one 
moment results in an unacceptable 
death moments later. This is true 
whether one speaks of driving, 
swimming, flying or generating 
electricity from coal. Each of these 
activities poses a calculable risk to 
society and to individuals. Some of 
those who accept the risk (or are part of 
a society that accepts the risk) do not 
survive it. We intend that no such 
accident(s) will occur, but the possibility 
cannot be entirely eliminated. 
Furthermore, this risk is less than the 
risk that society will accept from each of 
the other activities mentioned above 
during the same 30-year period, 
including generating the same amount of 
electricity from coal. 

1. Individual and Societal Mortality 
Risks. The Commission proposes the 
following two provisional numerical 
guidelines: 

¢ The risk to an individual or to the 
population in the vicinity of a nuclear power 
plant site of prompt fatalities that might 
result from reactor accidents should not 
exceed one-tenth of one percent (0.1%) of the 
sum of prompt fatality risks resulting from 
other accidents to which members of the U.S. 
population are generally exposed. 

¢ The risk to an individual or to the 
population in the area near a nuclear power 
plant site of cancer fatalities that might result 
from reactor accidents should not exceed 
one-tenth of one percent (0.1%) of the sum of 
cancer fatality risks resulting from all other 
causes, 


The Commission proposes this 0.1% 
ratio of the risks of nuclear power-plant 
accidents to the risks of accidents of 
non-nuclear-plant origin to reflect the 
first qualitative goal, which would 
provide that no individual bear a 
significant additional risk. In addition, 
the 0.1% figure is consistent with the 
provisions of the second qualitative 
safety goal, which seeks to keep risks as 
low as reasonably achievable. It is also 
consistent with the comparative 
provision of the second qualitative 
safety goal, since calculations suggest 
that the risk of accidents at a nuclear 
power plant that is consistent with the 
proposed numerical guidelines would 
compare favorably with risks of viable 
competing technologies. The 0.1 percent 
ratio to other accident risks is low 
enough to support an expectation that 
people living or working near nuclear 
power plants would have no special 
concern due to the plant’s proximity. 

The individual risk is taken as the 
estimated probability of fatality from a 
nuclear power-plant accident for an 
individual in the vicinity of the plant, 
including prompt deaths and delayed 
deaths. The individual risk limit is 
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applied to the biologically average 
individual (in terms of age and other risk 
factors) who resides at a location within 
1 mile from the plant site boundary. 

In applying the numerical guideline for 
prompt fatalities as a population 
guideline, the Commission proposes to 
define the vicinity as the area within 1 
mile of the nuclear power-plant site 
boundary since calculations of the 
consequences of major reactor accidents 
suggest that individuals in the 
population within a mile of the plant site 
boundary would be subject to the 
greatest risk of prompt death 
attributable to radiological causes. 
Beyond this distance, atmospheric 
dispersion and radioactive decay of the 
airborne radioactive materials sharply 
reduce the radiation exposure levels and 
the corresponding risk of prompt 


* fatality. 


In applying the numerical guideline for 
cancer fatalities, as a population 
guideline, the Commission proposes that 
the population considered subject to 
significant risk be taken as the 
population within 50 miles of the plant 
site. 

A substantial fraction of exposures of 
the population to radiation would be 
concentrated within this distance. This 
guideline would ensure that the 
potential increase in delayed cancer 
fatalities from all reactor accidents at a 
typical site would be no more than a 
small fraction of the year-to-year normal 
variation in the expected cancer deaths 
from non-nuclear causes. Moreover, the 
limit protecting individuals provides 
even greater protection to the population 
as a whole. That is, if the guideline is 
met for individuals in the immediate 
vicinity of the plant site, the risk to 
persons much farther away would 
generally be much lower than the limit 
set by the guideline. Thus, compliance 
with the guideline applied to individuals 
close to the plant would generally mean 
that the aggregated societal risk for a 50- 
mile-radius area would be a number of 
times lower than it would be if 
compliance with just the guideline 
applied to the population as a whole 
were involved. 

2. Benefit-Cost Guideline. The 
Commission proposes a benefit-cost 
guideline for use in decisions on safety 
improvements which would reduce 
individual and societal risks below the 
levels specified in the first and second 
numerical guidelines in accordance with 
the “as low as reasonably achievable” 
(ALARA) principle. It proposes that a 
guideline of $1,000 per man-rem averted 
be adopted for provisional use and 
subject to revision in the light of public 
comments. 


© The benefit of an incremental reduction 
of risk below the numerical guidelines for 
societal mortality risks should be compared 
with the associated costs on the basis of 
$1,000 per man-rem averted. 


This guideline is intended to 
encourage the efficient allocation of 
resources in safety-related activities by 
providing that the expected reduction in 
public risk that would be achieved 
should be commensurate with the costs 
of the proposed safety improvements. 
The benefit of an incremental reduction 
of risk below the numerical guidelines 
for societal mortality risks should be 
compared with the associated costs, 
including all reasonably quantifiable 
costs (e.g., design and construction of 
plant modifications, incremental cost of 
replacement power during mandated or 
extended outages, changes in operating 
procedures and manpower 
requirements). 

Justification of proposed plant design 
changes or corrective actions would be 
related to the reduction in risk to society 
measured as a decrease in expected 
population exposure (expressed in man- 
rem) under accident conditions. To take 
into account the fact that a safety 
improvement would reduce the public 
risk during the entire remaining lifetime 
of a nuclear power plant, both the 
estimated cost of the improvement and 
the benefit (risk reduction) should be 
adjusted to reflect only the remaining 
years during which the plant is expected 
to operate (i.e., annualized). 

The NRC staff has some experience in 
the use of benefit-cost analysis and 
criteria in evaluating improvements in 
the treatment of routine radioactive 
effluents from nuclear power plants. In 
1975 the Commission discussed a 
benefit-cost value of $1,000/man-rem 
reduction in the evaluation of 
improvements proposed to reduce 
routine radiation exposures. However, 
the use of a benefit-cost guideline in 
evaluating means for reducing 
population risks from power reactor 
accidents would be new. 

3. Plant Performance Guideline. An 
important objective of efforts to reduce 
the public risk associated with nuclear 
power plant operation is to minimize the 
chance of serious reactor core damage 
since a major release of radioactivity 
may result from accidents involving core 
damage. Because of the substantial 
uncertainties inherent in probabilistic 
risk assessments of potential reactor 
accidents, especially in evaluation of 
accident the Commission 
proposes a limitation on the probability 
of a core melt as a provisional guideline 
for NRC staff use in the course of 
reviewing and evaluating probabilistic 





risk assessments of nuclear power 
plants. It is likely that this guideline will 
need to be revised as new knowledge 
and understanding of core performance 
under degraded cooling conditions are 
acquired. Thus, the Commission 
proposes the following guideline: 

Large-Scale Core-Melt: The likelihood of a 
nuclear reactor accident that results in 4 
larage-scale core melt should normally be 
less than one in 10,000 per year of reactor 
operation. 

The Commission also recognizes the 
importance of mitigating the 
consequences of a core-melt accident, 
and continues to emphasize 
containment, remote siting, and 
emergency planning as integral parts of 
the defense-in-dept concept. 


IV. Implementation 


The application and prospective 
regulatory use of safety goals and 
associated numerical guidelines are 
important considerations in a 
Commission decision whether to adopt a 
particular proposed set of goals and 
guidelines. The Commission's intention 
is that the goals and guidelines would be 
used by the NRC staff in conjunction 
with probabilistic risk assessments and 
would not substitute for NRC’s reactor 
regulations in 10 CFR Chapter 1. Rather 
individual licensing decisions would 
continue at present to be based 
principally on compliance with the 
Commission's regulations. 

The proposed numerical benefit-cost 
guideline may be used during the trial 
period as one consideration in deciding 
whether corrective measures or safety 
improvements should be made in plants 
previously approved for construction or 
operation. Benefits should be measured 
in terms of estimated annual reduction 
in radiological risk due to reactor 
accidents. Costs of safety improvements 
should be annualized over remaining 
plant life. 

In all applications of the goals and 
guidelines, the probabilistic risk 
assessments, if performed, should be 
documented, along with the associated 
assumptions and uncertainties, and 

as one factor among others 
in the regulatory decisionmaking 
process. The nature and extent of the 
consideration given to the numerical 
guidelines in individual regulatory 
decisions would depend on the issue 
itself, the quality of the data base, and 
the reach and limits of analyses 
involved in the pertinent probabilistic 


The Commission is requesting the 
staff to develop a specific action plan 
for implementation of the proposed 
qualitative safety goals and numerical 
guidelines. The plan should indicate for 
Commission review and approval how 
the NRC staff plans to use the goals and 
guidelines in conjunction with the 
probabilistic risk assessments. The plan, 
along with the public comments on this 
policy statement and the discussion 
paper (NUREG-—0880), will be considered 
by the Commission in reaching a final 
decision on the adoption of a reactor 
safety policy statement and its 
associated goals and guidelines. 


Additional Questions 


A number of basic issues have been 
raised in connection with. the 
development of the policy statement. 


The Commission requests comments on - 


the issues posed by the following 
questions as well as on all other aspects 
on which commentors wish to offer 
views. 


1. Background: The proposed benefits-cost 
guideline provided in futherance of the “as 
low as reasonably achievable” (ALARA) 
principle would set a numerical formula of 
$1000 per man-rem averted for consideration 
in tradeoffs of societal mortality risk 
reductions against the cost of achieving them. 
The discussion paper describes the basis of 
the trade-off calculations as follows: “The 
benefits of an incremental reduction of risk 
below the numerical guidelines for societal 
mortality risks should be calculated for the 
population reasonably expected to be within 
50 miles of the nuclear power plant site. The 
associated costs should include all 
reasonably quantifiable costs (e.g., design 
and construction of plant modifications, 
incremental cost of replacement power 
during mandated or extended outages, 
changes in operating procedures and 
manpower requirements).” 

Question: Should the benefit side of the 
tradeoffs, include, in addition to the mortality 
risk reduction benefits, the economic benefit 
of reducing the risk of economic loss due to 
-_ damage and contamination outside the 
plant? 

2. Background: The primary numerical 
guidelines address the permissible net 
residual health risks after application of all 
elements of a defense-in-depth safety 
philosophy. Safety against core melt and 
interity of containment are two of the chief 
elements of that defense in depth. A further 


guidelines 
risk is included. Instead, qualitative and the 
operation of the other numerical guidelines 
are relied on to guide regulation of 
containment effectiveness. 

Question: Should there be added a 
numerical guideline on availability of 
containment function, given a large scale- 
core melt? 


* 
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3. Background: The last paragraph of the 
proposed policy statement calls on the NRC 
staff to develop, for Commission review, an 
action plan fot implementation of the goals 
and numerical guidelines. The policy 
statement as well as the discussion paper 
(NUREG-0880) provide guidance on the 
implementation approach to be employed, 
but only in rather general terms. Comments 
and suggestions are solicited for 
consideration in development of a detailed 
approach to implementing the safety policy. 
Responses to the following specific questions 
would be welcome: 

Question: a. What further guidance, if any, 
should be given for decisions under 
uncertainty? 

b. What further guidance, if any, should be 
given on resolution of possible conflicts 
among quantitative aspects of some issue? 

c. What approach should be used with 
respect to accident initiator which are 
difficult to quantify, such as seismic events, 
sabotage, multiple human errors, and design 
errors? 

d. Should there be definition of the 
numerical guidelines in terms of median, 
mean, 90 percent confidence, etc.? If so, what 
should be the terms? 

e. Should the staff action plan include 
further specification of a process which will 
lend credibility to the use of quantitative 
guidelines and methodology? If so, what 
should be the principal bases and elements of 
such guidance? 

f. On what basis should the numerical 
guidelines be applied to protection of 
individuals? Should they be applied to the 
individual at greatest risk, or should they be 
used in terms of an average risk limit over a 
region near the plant? Any comments or 
suggestions pertaining to the present 
discussion of this topic (or other specifics) 
would be welcome. 

4. Background: The Advisory Committee on 
Reactor Safeguards has proposed, as part of a 
safety-goal approach “intended to serve us 
one focus for discussion,” that greater weight 
should be given to a single very severe 
accident than to a number of smaller 
accidents with the same total consequences. 
(NUREG-0739). The ACRS proposal includes 
a specific quantitative formula for reflecting 
such “risk aversion.” the risk aversion 
concept and the ACRS formula were 
discussed in the NRC-sponsored safety-goal 
workshops, with controversial results. As 
pointed out in the discussion paper 
0880), some elements of the defense-in-depth 
approach (containment, remote siting, 
emergency plans) aim at mitigation of severe 
accidents. However, the proposed guidelines 
include no specific risk-aversion formula. 

Question: Should there be specific 
provision for “risk aversion”? If so, what 
quantitative or other specific provision 
should be made? 


Separate Views of Commissioner 
Bradford 


The draft safety goal contains an 
implicit maximum theoretical acceptable 
consequence from nuclear power plant 
accidents of some 13,000 deaths over the 
life of the 150 plants now in operation or 
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under licensing review.’ Although the 
Commission staff does not dispute the 
validity of this calculation, the 
Commission declines to include it in the 
material put forth for comment. 

While one must approach this 
calculation warily for several reasons, 
including the inadequacy of the data 
base, the difficulty of verification, and 
the omission of nonaccident related 
deaths and other health effects, the 
Commission's refusal to state it at all is 
a sad mistake. The fact is that society 
seems likely to accept a maximum 
theoretical risk of more deaths during 
the period in question from a number of 
other sources, including generating 
electricity from coal. However, the 
Commission's refusal to put forth any 
clear “bottom line” for comment, 
attaching whatever cautionary language 
it finds necessary,” undermines 
forthright discussion of the goal and 
recalls the past regulatory 
overprotectiveness of nuclear power 
that has helped to bring the technology 
into disrepute today. 


Additional Views of Chairman 
Palladino, Commissioner Ahearne, and 
Commissioner Roberts 


Commissioner Bradford states that 
our safety goal would set as the 
maximum theoretical acceptable 
consequence from nuclear power 
accidents some 13,000 deaths over the 
life of the 150 plants now in operation or 
under licensing review. 

While numerical guideline limits may 
be summed over the lifetime of the 
present LWR industry, the result, 
without proper qualifications, is 
misleading. 

The first qualification is that the 
proposed guidelines on risk should be 
viewed from the perspective that they 
are expressed as ratios to the risks of 
accidental and cancer death commonly 
experienced by the U.S. population. This 
ratio is 1:1000. Thus, the estimate of 


‘The calculation is 4000 reactor years X 1.7 
million people as the average population within 50 
miles of a plant x (1.9 X 10 §, which is 0.1% of the 
cancer risk from all sources.) Five hundred of the 
expected 4500 reactor years have, of course, already 
occurred, ‘ 

*] should note in this context that most of the 
“qualifications” stated by other Commissioners to 
these views are not really qualifications. They 
stated in essence that the safety goal is not really 
the one set forth here for comment but is somthing 
lower, determined by one piece of the proposed goal 
or, in Commissioner Ahearne's case, by future 
experience unless the first accident should 
approach 13,000 fatalities. If this is the case—and I 
do not know that it is not—then the Commission 
has issued the wrong goal for comment. 

1 Memorandum in Connection with Stipulation 
and Modification of Final Judgment filed in the New 
Jersey District Court on January 8, 1982, a copy of 
which has been provided to the District of Columbia 
District Court. 


13,000 fatalities from nuclear power 
plant accidents over the LWR industry 
lifetime should be viewed in relation to 
the 13 million fatalities in the same 
relevant population during the same 
approximate time period as a result of 
accidents and cancer (not stemming 
from nuclear power plant accidents). 

The second qualification is that the 
proposed numerical guidelines are 
based on an accident radiological 
source term that may be overstated by . 
an order of magnitude. 

A third qualification relates to the 
stringency of the proposed core-melt 
guideline. The proposed core-melt 
guideline value together with a 
reasonably assumed containment 
reliability would have the effect of 
limiting to a small number the 
probability of a major release of 
radioactive materials from a large-scale 
core-melt accident during the present 
LWR industry's remaining lifetime in the 
United States. The core-melt probability 
guideline may be more stringent than 
the quidelines for individual and 
population risks. 


Additional Views of Commissioner 
Ahearne 


I disagree with Commissioner 
Bradford's “implicit maximum 
theoretical acceptable consequence” 
statement, for an additional reason. If 
accidents were to occur which did lead 
to loss of hundreds of lives, additional 
safety measures would undoubtedly be 
required. Thus I believe the number 
calculated by Commissioner Bradford 
would never be approached. 


Separate Views of Commissioner 
Gilinsky 

I will be interested in comments on 
the proposed NRC “safety goal”. I do 
not, however, support this proposal. 

The proposed guidelines are too 
remote from the nitty-gritty hardware 
decisions that have to be made every 
day by designers, builders, operators, 
and regulators to be of much use. It is 
difficult to see how the proposed safety 
goal would have helped the Commission 
to decide questions such as: How much 
environmental qualification of reactor 
safety equipment will be required? Or 
reactor fire protection? Or reactor 
security? It is, in fact, so hard to tell 
what the implications of the proposed 
safety goals are that one doesn’t know 
whether to agree or disagree with them, 
quite apart from knowing whether they 
are workable or not. 

Guidance of the sort we are talking 
about is, of course, necessarily general. 
The object is to state a “safety doctrine” 
which expresses the Commission's 
purposes and the general means by 


7027 


which they will be achieved. Such a 
statement could help bridge the gap 
between the law’s broad but vague 
instructions—“adequate protection to 
the health and safety of the public” 
(Section 182a of the Atomic Energy Act 
(42 U.S.C. Sec. 2232))—and the specific 
day-to-day decisions faced by the 
Commission and its staff, so that every 
new decision does not require a return 
to the Act, the fundamentals of 
mathematics, and the laws of nature for 
a redetermination of how much 
protection is “adequate.” Bridging the 
gap could help the Commission reach 
more consistent and coherent decisions, 
and to make them more quickly. 
However, the statement will not serve 
this purpose if it is too general or too 
abstract; and that is exactly the trouble 
with the safety goal proposed by the 
Commission. This probably results from 
the way in which the proposal was put 
together, starting with abstract 
propositions about safety goals and 
refining these notions in a series of 
seminars. 

Starting with a grand overall safety 
goal has the appeal of logical neatness, 
but it is not the way to go about dealng 
with our needs: devising specific 
guidance for dealing with some very 
difficult practical questions. The effort 
to develop such guidance has to start 
with these practical questions. The most 
pressing one is how to handle 
“backfitting”; that is, to what extent 
shall new requirements be applied to 
plants that have already received 
authorization for construction or 
operation? As a practical matter, 
essentially all the decisions the 
Commission will face over the next 
decade will be of this type. I would 
especially welcome public comment on 
the relation of the Commission's 
proposal to this question. 

In principle, the backfitting problem is 
addressed by that part of the safety goal 
which sets a value of “$1,000 per man- 
rem of public exposure avoided.” In 
practice, there are so many calculational 
steps and questionable assumptions 
between the $1,000 and the man-rem of 
radiation exposure to the public in the 
vicinity of the reactor that the 
connection between the two is in most 
cases too loose to serve as a guide to 
decision. It is an illusion to think, as the 
Commission apparently does, that 
“probabilistic risk assessment” will 
alter that picture in the foreseeable 
future. 

The only reliable guides to reactor 


safety remain time-tested engineering 


principles: redundant and diverse means 
of protection against core damag:;, 
sound containment, sufficient distance 





from populated areas, effective 
and, of course, 


goals the Commission expects to adopt. 

This would amount to delegating the 

Commission's safety decisionmaking to 
programs that no one 


Finally, we should understand that the 


safety goals we are speaking of here are 
intended to help us decide on the 


limitations and the fact that only 
minimum hardware requirements are 
imposed, the electric utilities should, 
with sufficient care, be able to avoid 
large accidents altogether, and that 
should be the safety goal for each 
facility. Nuclear power plant staffs 
should be instructed to prevent severe 
reactor core damage and to prevent 
significant uncontrolled releases of 
radioactivity from containment under all 
circumstances. 

I want to add that I agree with 
Commissioner Bradford that the 


Commission's statement should have 
included his observations on the number 
of deaths implied by the ee 8 
goals. The Commission's 

to display these numbers, with which it it 
does not disagree, is a small but 
revealing sign that it does not trust the 
public's good sense. 

[FR Doc. 82-4121 Filed 2-16-82; 6:45 am] 
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Amendment to Facility Operating 
License 


The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (the Commission) has 
issued Amendment No. 50 to Facility 
Operating License No. DPR-72, issued to 
the Florida Power Corporation, City of 
Alachua, City of Bushnell, City of 
Gainesville, City of Kissimmee, City of 
Leesburg, City of New Smyrna Beach 
and Utilities Commission, City of New 
Smyrna Beach, City of Ocala, Orlando 
Utilities Commission and City of 
Orlando, Sebring Utilities Commission, 
Seminole Electric Cooperative, Inc., and 
the City of Tallahassee (the licensees) 
which revised the Technical 
Specifications (TSs) for operation for the 
Crystal River Unit No. 3 Nuclear 
Generating Plant (the facility) located in 
Citrus County, Florida. The amendment 
is effective as of the date of issuance. 

The amendment adds 120 snubbers to 
Table 3.7-3 of the TSe and designates all 
snubbers in the reactor building as 
inaccessible reactor operation. 

The application for the amendment 
complies with the standards and 
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act 
of 1954, as amended (the Act), and the 
Commission's rules and regulations. The 
Commission has made appropriate 
findings as required by the Act and the 
Commission's rules and regulations in 10 
CFR Chapter I, which are set forth in the 
license amendment. Prior public notice 
of this amendment was not required 
since the amendment does not involve a 
significant hazards consideration. 

The Commission has determined that 
the issuance of this amendment will not 
result in any significant environmental 
impact and that pursuant to 10 CFR 
51.5(d)(4) an environmental impact 
statement or negative declaration and 
environmental impact appraisal need 
not be prepared in connection with 
issuance of this amendment. 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see (1) the application for ° 
amendment dated March 21, 1979, as 
revised December 28, 1981, (2) 
Amendment No. 50 to License No. DPR- 
72, and (3) the Commission’s related 
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Safety Evaluation. All of these items are 
available for public inspection at the 
Commission's Public Document Room, 
1717 H Street, NW, Washington, D.C., 
and at the Crystal River Public Library, 
668 NW. First Avenue, Crystal River, 
Florida. A copy of items (2) and (3) may 
be obtained upon request a 


Attention: Director, Division of 
Licensing. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland, this 2nd day 
of February 1982. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
John F. Stolz, 
Chief, Operating Reactors Branch #4, 
Division of Licensing. 
[FR Doc. 82-4058 Filed 2-16-82; 845 am] 
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


[Docket No. 50-285] 


Omaha Public Power District; issuance 
of Amendment to Facility Operating 
License 


The U.S. Nuclear Regulatory 
Commission (the Commission) has 
issued Amendment No. 63 to Facility 
Operating License No. DPR-40 issued to 
Omaha Public Power District (the 
licensee), which revised the Technical 
Specifications for operation of the Fort 
Calhoun Station, Unit No. 1, located in 
Washington County, Nebraska. The 
amendment is effective as of January 12, 
1982. 

The amendment deletes condenser 
cooling water temperature limits from 
the Environmental Technical 
Specifications. 

The application for the amendment 
complies with the standards and 
requirements of the Atomic Energy Act 
of 1954, as amended (the Act), and the 
Commission's rules and regulations. The 
Commission has made appropriate 
findings as required by the Act and the 
Commission's rules and regulations in 10 
CFR Chapter I, which are set forth in the 
license amendment. Prior public notice 
of this amendment was not required 
since the amendment does not involve a 
significant hazards consideration. 

The Commission has determined that 
the deletion of condenser cooling water 
temperature limits is a ministerial action 
required as a matter of law and that 
therefore no environmental impact 
statement or environmental impact 
appraisal and negative declaration need 
be prepared in connection with this 
action. 

For further details with respect to this 
action, see (1) the application for 
amendment dated May 4, 1979, (2) 
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Amendment No. 63 to License No. DPR- 
40, and (3) the Commission’s related 
letter dated February 3, 1982. All of 
these items are available for public 
inspection at the Commission's Public 
Document Room, 1717 H Street, NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20555, and at the W, 
Dale Clark Library, 215 South 15th 
Street, Omaha, Nebraska 68102. A copy 
of items (2) and (3) may be obtained 
upon request addressed to the U.S. 
Nuclear Regulatory Commission, 
Washington, D.C. 20555, Attention: 
Director, Division of Licensing. 

Dated at Bethesda, Maryland this 3rd day 
of February, 1982. 

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission. 
Robert A. Clark, 
Chief, Operating Reactors Branch #3, 
Division of Licensing. 
{FR Doc. 82-4059 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


Adisory Committee on Reactor 
Safeguards Subcommitte on 
Waterford Steam Electric Station Unit 
No. 3; 


Meeting 

The ACRS Subcommitte on Waterford 
Steam Electric Station Unit No. 3 will 
hold a meeting on March 3, 1982, Room 
1167, 1717 H Street, NW., Washington, 
DC. The Subcommittee will continue its 
review of the organization, mangement 
capability, and staffing and any other 
issues related to the application of the 
Louisiana Power and Light Company for 
an operating license. Notice of this 
meeting was published January 20. 

In accordance with the procedures 
outlined in the Federal Register on 
September 30, 1981, (46 FR 47903), oral 
or written statements may be presented 
by members of the public, recordings 
will be permitted only during those 
portions of the meeting when a 
transcript is being kept, and questions 
may be asked only by members of the 
Subcommittee, its consultants, and Staff. 
Persons desiring to make oral 
statements should notify the Designated 
Federal Employee as far in advance as 
practicable so that appropriate 
arragements can be made to allow the 
necessary time during the meeting for 
such statements. 

The entire meeting will be open to 
public attendance except for those 


sessions which will be closed to protect 
proprietary information (Sunshine Act 
Exemption 4). One or more closed 
sessions may be necessary to discuss 
such information. To the extent 
practicable, these closed sessions will 
be held so as to minimize inconvenience 
to members of the public in attendance. 

The agenda for subject meeting shall 
be as follows: Wednesday, March 3, 
1982—1:00 p.m. until the conclusion of 
business. 

During the initial portion of the 
meeting, the Subcommittee, along with 
any of its consultants who may be 
present, will exchange preliminary 
views regarding matters to be 
considered during the balance of the 
meeting. 

The Subcommittee will then hear 
presentations by and hold discussions 
with representatives of the Louisiana 
Power and Light Company, NRC Staff, 
their consultants, and other interested 
persons regarding this review. 

Futher information regarding topics to 
be discussed, whether the meeting has 
been canceled or rescheduled, the 
Chairman's ruling on requests for the 
opportunity to present oral statements 
and the time allotted therefor can be 
obtained by a prepaid telephone call to 
the cognizant Designated Federal 
Employee, Mr. Gary Quittschreiber or 
the Staff Engineer, Mr. Stuart K. Beal 
(telephone 202/634-3267) between 8:15 
a.m. and 5:00 p.m., EST. 

I have determined, in accordance with 
Subsection 10{d) of the Federal 
Advisory Committee Act, that it may be 
necessary to close portions of this 
meeting to public attendance to protect 
proprietary information. Theauthority for 
such closure is Exemption (4) to the 
Sunshine Act, 5 U.S.C. 552(b)(c)(4). 

Dated: February 10, 1982. 

John C. Hoyle, 

Advisory Committee Management Officer. 
{FR Doc. 82-4137 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 

BILLING CODE 7590-01-M 


OFFICE OF MANAGEMENT AND 
BUDGET 


Cumulative Report on Rescissions and 
Deferrals 
February 1, 1982. 

This report is submitted in fulfillment 
of the requirements of Section 1014(e) of 


the Impoundment Control Act of 1974 
(Pub. L. 93-344). Section 1014(e) provides 
for a monthly report listing all budget 
authority for this fiscal year with respect 
to which, as of the first day of the 
month, a special message has been 
transmitted to the Congress. 

This report gives the status as of 
February 1, 1982 of three rescission 
proposals and 221 deferrals contained in 
the first seven messages of FY 1982. 
These messages were transmitted to the 
Congress on Ocober 1, 20, 23, and 29, 
and November 6, and 13, 1981, and 
January 22, 1982. 

Rescissions (Table A and Attachment A) 

One rescission proposal totaling $20.5 
million is currently pending before the 
Congress. Table A summarizes the 
status of rescissions proposed by the 
President as of February 1, 1982, while 
Attachment A shows the history and 
status of each rescission proposed 
during FY 1982. 


Deferrals (Table B and Attachment B) 


As of February 1, 1982, $2,185.2 million 
in 1982 budget authority was being 
deferred from obligation and another 
$1.5 million in 1982 obligations was 
being deferred from expenditure. 
Attachment B shows the history and 
status of each deferral reported during 
FY 1982. : 

Information From Special Messages 

The special messages containing 
information on the rescissions and the 
deferrals covered by the cumulative 
report are printed in the Federal 
Registers of: 

Friday, October 16, 1981 (Part VIL, Vol. 

46, No. 200) 

Monday, October 26, 1981 (Part IV, Vol. 

46, No. 206) 

Friday, October 30, 1981 (Part XI, Vol. 

46, No. 210) 

Tuesday, November 3, 1981 (Part Ill, Vol. 

46, No. 212) 

Thursday, November 12, 1981 (Part V, 

Vol. 46, No. 218) 

Thursday, November 19, 1981 (Part IV, 

Vol. 46, No. 223) 

Wednesday, January 27, 1982 (Part IV, 

Vol. 47, No. 18) 

David A. Stockman, 
Director. 


BILLING CODE 3110-01-M 
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TABLE A 


STATUS OF 1982 RESCISSIONS 


Amount 
(In millions 
of dollars) 


Rescissions proposed by the PreSident.....sseveseseceseed 108.7 
Accepted by the Congress... .cscevcvccsvcvevevevescene 
Rejected by the CONGTESS. ws seveeesveevsseesscsesessess 


Pending before the CongressS.....ccescvscccccssevvcceseses® 


zxeeekRekeKeEKR Ree KEKE KEKE KEKE KEEK KEK KKK KAKEK AE KK KEKE KE EKER 


TABLE B 


STATUS OF 1982 DEFERRALS 
Amount 

(In millions 

of dollars)* 


Deferrals proposed by the PreSident.....ccccccececceeveesS 4,709.4 


Routine Executive releases (-$2,307.0 million) and ad- 
justments ($33.8 million) through February 1, 1982. -2,273.3 


Overturned by the CongressS....cesccccccccsevcccesesese -249.5 


Currently before the Denerese.Aeor bhi LiF i ssi .8 2,186.7 a. 


* Detail does not add to total due to rounding. 


a. This amount includes $1.5 million in outlays for a Department of 
the Treasury deferral (D82-23). 


Attachments 
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AS OF 02/04/82 17:57 


AS OF FEBRUARY 1, 

AMOUNTS IN PREVIOUSLY DATE OF DATE MADE 
THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS RESCISSION CONSIDERED MESSAGE AMOUNT AVAILABLE 
AGENCY /BUREAU/ ACCOUNT MO DA YR MO DA YR 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE - MILITARY 
BA 
Procurement 


Aircraft procurement, Air Force 
BA 


Re2- 1 10 23 61 12 14 Bf 


Missite procurement, Air Force 
8 


10 23 81 12 14 61 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE - MILITARY 
TOTAL BA 
OTHER INDEPENDENT AGENCIES 


Corporation for Public Broadcasting 
Public broadcasting fund 
BA 


OTHER INDEPENDENT AGENCIES 
TOTAL BA 


a. This ts a proposal to rescind FY 1983 funds. 


END OF REPORT 
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ATTACHMENT B - STATUS OF DEFERRALS - FISCAL VEAR 1982 


s 
THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS 


DEFERRAL 


EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 
White House Office 


Salaries and Expenses 
BA 0862- 27 


Special Assistance to the President 


Saiaries and Expenses 
BA DB2- 28 


Counct! of Economic Advisers 


Salaries and Expenses 
BA 082- 


Counct! on Envir. Quality & Office Envir. 


Salartes and Expenses 
BA 082- 


Office of Policy Development 


Salartes @#hd Expenses 
BA D82- 


National Security Counci! 


Salaries and Expenses 
BA 082- 


Office of Administration 


Salaries and expenses 
BA 082- 32 


OMB, Office of Fed. Procurement Policy 


Salaries and expenses 
BA 082- 33 


Office of Science and Technology Policy 


Salaries and expenses 
BA 082- 34 


Office of the U.S. Trade Representative 


Salaries and expenses 


EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT 
TOTAL BA 
FUNDS APPROPRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT 
Appalachian Regional Development Programs 
Appalachian regional development programs 
BA osB2- 1 
BA O82- 1A 
Disaster Relief 
Olsaster relief 
BA 082-158 
BA 082-159 
International Security Assistance 
Economic support fund 
062-219 


FUNDS APPROPRIATED TO THE PRESIDENT 
TOTAL BA 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Office of the Secretary 


Office of the Secretary 
BA 082-160 


Agricultural Research Service 


Agricultural research service 
A 082-161 


TRANSMITTED 
ORIGINAL 
REQUEST 


Qual 


TRANSMITTED 


DATE OF 
MESSAGE 
MO DA YR 


10 29 61 


10 29 Bt 


TIVE OMB 
/AGENCY 
RELEASES 


-1,683 


AS OF 02/04/82 12:00 


CONGRES - CUMULA-~- 

SIONALLY TIVE DEFERRED 
REQUIRED ADJUST - AS OF 
RELEASES MENTS 2-1-862 


— 


1,419,980 
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ATTACHMENT 6 - STATUS OF DEFERRALS - FISCAL YEAR 1982 AS OF 02/04/82 12:00 


AMOUNT 
THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS TRANSMITTED TRANSMITTED DATE OF TIVE OMB 
ORIGINAL MESSAGE / AGENCY 
AGENCY /BURE AU/ ACCOUNT MO DA YR RELEASES 
Cooperative State Research Service 


Cooperative state research service 
082-162 


Extension Service 


Extension service 
BA 082-163 


National Agricultural Library 


National agricultural tibrary 
BA 082-164 


Statistical Reporting Service 


Statistical reporting service 
BA 062-165 


Agricultural Cooperative Service 


Agricultural cooperative service 
BA 082-166 


Office of Internat. Cooperation and Development 


Scientific activities overseas 
BA 082-167 


Rural Electrification Administration 


Rural electr. and telephone revolving fund 
BA 082-169 49,368b 


“a 


foreign Assistance Progrens 


Expenses, P.t. 480 
BA 062- 36 25.696 


Agricultural Stabilization & Conservation Service 
Oairy and beekeeper indemnity prograns 
BA 082- 66 


Agricultural conservation 
BA 082- 87 


Emergency conservation program 
062-168 


fareers Home Administration 


Salertes and expenses 
BA 082-171 


Rural housing for domestic ferea tebor 
BA 082-173 


Mutual end self-help housing . 
BA 062-174 


Rural weter and waste disposal 
GA 082-170 


Rural community fire protection grente 
BA 082-172 


Agricultural credit ineurance fund 
BA 082-175 


Rurel development insurance fund 
BA 062-176 


Sot? Conservation Sevice 


Watershed and ficod prevent ton operat tons 
BA 082- 89 


Aniaal and Plant Health Inepection Service 


aniaal and plant health inspection service 
. BA 082- 90 4,426 


Buildings and factlities 


082-177 236 
Agricultural Marketing Service 
z Payments to States and posseseions 
ea 082-178 
food end Nutrition Service 


progres edministretton 
— BA 062-209 


Chitd nutrition programs 
BA 002-210 
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OEFERRAL 


AMOUNT 
TRANSMITTED 
ORIGINAL 


Special supplemental food programs (WIC) 


Ba 
Forest Service 
State and private forestry 
BA 
BA 


Agricultural research 
Ba 


National forest system 
Ba 
BA 


062-219 


082- 92 


082-179 


082- 91 


D82- 93 
082-160 


Construction and land acquisition 


BA 


Timber salvage sales 
BA 
BA 


Rangeland improvements 
BA 


DB2- 94 


082- 2 
082- 2A 


DB2- 96 


tos 


Acquisition of lands to complete ltand exchanges 


BA 
Expenses, brush disposal 
BA 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
TOTAL BA 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 


General Administration 


Participation in U.S. expositions 


BA 


082- 4 


Economic and Statistical Analysis 


Salaries and expenses 
BA 


082- 97 


234,519 


ATTACHMENT B - STATUS OF DEFERRALS - FISCAL VEAR 1962 


TRANSMITTED | DATE OF 
SUBSEQUENT MESSAGE 
CHANGE 


1? 6 Bt 


MO DA YR RELEASES 


-13,831 


-178,447 


AS OF 02/04/82 12:00 


AMOUNT 
DEFERRED 
aS OF 

2-4-8682 


CUMULA- 
TIVE 

ADJUST - 
MENTS 


REQUIRED 
RELEASES 


49,349 


Economic Development Administration 


Economic development assistance programs 
BA 082- 98 


Minority Business Development Agency 
Minority business development 


BA 
United States Travel Service 


Salaries and expenses 
BA 


082- 99 


082-161 


National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration 


Operations. research, and facilities 


Construct ton 
Ba 
BA 


National Telecom. and Information Admin. 


Salaries and expenses 
BA 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
TOTAL BA 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE-MILITARY 
Military Construction 
Military construction, all 
BA 
BA 
Family Housing. Defense 
Family housing, Defense 
BA 


0862-100 


082- § 
DB2- SA 


082-101 


services 
082- 6 
082- GA 


12,891 


2,000 


1 61 
22 82 


-33,799 


52,938 
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ATTACHMENT B - STATUS OF DEFERRALS - FISCAL YEAR 1982 AS OF 02/04/82 12:00 
AMOUNT 

THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS TRANSMITTED TRANSMITTED TIVE OMe 

DEFERRAL ORIGINAL /AGENCY 

RELEASES 

DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE-MILITARY 

TOTAL BA 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE-CIVIL 
Cemeterial Expenses, Army 


Salaries and expenses 
BA 


Corps of Engineers 


General investigations 
BA 062- 


Construction, general 
BA 082- 


General expenses 
BA 062- 


Special recreation use fees 
BA 082- 


Soldiers and Airmen s Home 


Operation and maintenance 
BA 082- 42 


Wildlife Conservation, Military Reservations 
Wildlife conservation, al! services 
BA 


082- 8 
082- 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE-CIVIL 
TOTAL BA 
DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
Energy Programs 


Fossil energy R&O 
Ba 082- 105 44,769 


Fossil energy construct ton 
BA 0e2- 9 $35 ,000 


Strategic Petroleum Reserve 
BA « 082- 10 8,000 


Gen. sctence & research-plant 6 capital 
BA D82- 102 4,682 


Energy supply R&D-operating expenses 
BA 082-103 49,393 


Energy supply R&D-plant and capital equip. 
BA 0862-104 11,949 


Energy conservation 
BA 082-106 414.007 


Energy information administration 
BA 082-107 2,042 


Economic regulation 
BA 0862-108 2.436 


Federal Energy Regulatory Commission 
BA 082-109 490 


Geothermal resources development fund 
BA 082-110 


DEPARTMENT OF ENERGY 
TOTAL BA 
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES 
Health Services Administration 


Health Services 
BA 082- 11% 1o 4 81 


Indian health services : 
BA 082-212 14 681 #8 -10,950 
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AS OF 02/04/82 12:00 


AMOUNTS IN 
THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS TRANSMITTED DATE OF SIONALLY 
SUBSEQUENT MESSAGE REQUIRED 
MO DA YR RELEASES RELEASES 


Centers for Oisease Contro! 


Preventive Health Services 
BA 082-213 


Alcohol, Drug Abuse & Mental Health Administration 
Construction & renovation, St. Eltzabeths Hospital 
BA 082- 12 11,500 
BA DB2- 12A 
Office of Assistant Secretary for Health 


Health services management 
BA 082-214 


Special foreign currency program 
BA 082- 13 
BA D82- 134 
Health Care Financing Administration 


Program management 
BA 082-215 


Social Security Administration 


Refugee assistance 
BA 062- 43 10,000 61 


Cuban and Haitian entrants, reception & process. 
082- 44 4,900 81 
BA DB2- 444A 82 
Cuban and Haitian entrants, domestic asst. 


BA 082- 45 37,000 81 
BA DB2- 45A 82 -48,398 


Human Development Services : 
Work incentives 
‘BA 082-216 


DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES 
TOTAL BA 


DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
Housing Programs 


Subsidized housing programs 
BA 082-182 79,216 


Payments for operation of low tncome housing 
BA 082-183 102,452 


Housing for the elderly or handicapped 
BA 082-111 14,294 


Solar Energy and Energy Conserv. Bank 


Assist. for solar and conserv. improvements 
BA D82- 184 3,500 


Community Planning and Development 


Community development support assistance 
BA DB2-112 


Urban development action grants 
BA 082-113 


Rehabilitation loan fund 
BA 082-185 


Neighborhoods, Vol. Assoc. & Consumer Prot. 


Housing counseling assistance 
BA 082- 46 


Policy Development and Research 


Research and technotogy 
BA 082- 47 


Fair Housing and Equal Opportunity 


Fair housing assistance 
BA 


082- 
Management and Administration 


Salaries and expenses 
BA 082-186 
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DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND URBAN DEVELOPMENT 
TOTAL BA 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
Bureau of Land Management 


Acquisition, construction and matntenance 
BA 0862- 49 


Range improvements 
BA 082-114 


Bureau of Reclamation 


Loan program 
BA 082-115 


Construct ton program 
BA 082-116 


General investigations 
BA 082-117 


Operations and maintenance 
BA 082-118 


General administrative expenses 
082-119 


Office of Water Research & Technology 


Salaries and expenses 
BA 082-120 


U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 


Resource management 
BA 082-121 


Construction and anadromous fish 
BA D82- SO 


Nattonal Park Service 


Urban park and recreation grants 
BA 082-125 


Operation of the National Park Service 
BA 082-122 5,216 


John F. Kennedy Center for the Performing arts 
BA 082-124 40 


Construction 
BA 082-123 


Land and water conservation fund 
BA 082-126 
Ba De2- 14 


Historic preservation fund 
BA 082-218 


Geological Survey 


Surveys, investigations and research . 
BA 082- 51 9.019 


Exploration of Nattonal Petroleum Res. in Alaska 
BA 082- 52 80 


Payments from proceeds, sale of water 
BA 082- 15 45 


Office of Surface Mining Reclam. and Enforcement 


Regulation and technology 
BA 082- 53 1,245 


Bureau of Mines 


Drainage of anthracite mines 
BA 082- 16 


Mines and minerals 
BA 082- 54 


Bureau of Indian Affairs 


Operation of Indian programs 
BA 082-127 


DATE OF TIVE OMB 
MESSAGE / AGENCY 
MO DA YR RELEASES 


CONGRES- 
SIONALLY 
REQUIRED 
RELEASES 


AS OF 02/04/82 12:00 
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ATTACHMENT B - STATUS OF DEFERRALS - FISCAL VEAR 1982 AS OF 02/04/82 12:00 


CONGRE S - 
THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS TRANSMITTED TRANSMITTED DATE OF STONALLY DEFERRED 
OEFERRAL ORIGINAL SUBSEQUENT MESSAGE REQUIRED ADJUST - AS OF 
RELEASES + MENTS 2-11-82 


Construction 
: 082-128 10 23 61 


Road construction 
BA 082-129 10 23 61 


Office of Territorial Affairs 


Administration of territories 
BA D082- 55 


Trust territory of the Pacific Islands 
BA DB82- 56 


Office of the Solicitor and Office of the Secy 


Departmental management 
BA . 082-130 


Youth conservation corps 
DB2-131 


DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 
TOTAL BA 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
General Administration 
Salartes and expenses 
BA 062-187 
BA 082-188 
United States Parole Commission 


Salaries and expenses 
BA 082-189 


Legal Activities 


Salartes and expenses, Antitrust Division 
BA 082-190 


Salaries and expenses, Foreign Claims Sett!. 
082-191 


Federal Prison System 
Buildings and facilities 
BA 082-192 4,922 
Ba 082- 17 2.700 
Office of Justice Assist., Res., and Statistics 
Law enforcement assistance 
BA 082-193 


DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
TOTAL BA 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
Employment and Training Administration 


Emptoyment and training assistance 
Ba 0862-194 407,670 -407;670 
BA 062- 18 49,681 


Occupational Safety and Health Admin. 


Salaries and expenses 
* 082-195 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 
TOTAL BA 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
Administration of Foreign Affairs 


Emergencies in dip!. and consular service 
BA 062- 58 64 


Acquis., oper. and main. of buildings abroad 
BA 062- 87 514 


international Commissions 


Sateries and expenses 
‘ BA D82- 59 
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ATTACHMENT B - STATUS OF DEFERRALS - FISCAL VEAR 1982 AS OF 02/04/82 12:00 


- 


TIVE Ooms SIONALLY 
/ AGENCY REQUIRED 
RELEASES RELEASES 
Construct ton 
American sections, internat. commissions 
BA 082- 61 
Other 
Emergency refugee and migration assistance fund 
BA 


082- 19 
062- 194 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
TOTAL BA 
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
Federal Aviation Administration 


Civil supersonic aircraft development termination 
BA 082- 20 3,446 


Facilities & equip. (Airport & airway trust fund) 
BA 082- 21 185,783 
BA D82- 21a 
Federal Railroad Administration 


Grants to National Railroad Passenger Corp. 
BA 062-217 93,400 


Research and Special Programs Administration 


Research and special programs 
BA 


DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION 
TOTAL BA 
DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 
Office of the Secretary 


International affairs 
BA 082-196 


Office of Revenue Sharing 


Salaries and expenses 
BA 082-197 26 


State and local government fiscal assistance fund 
BA 082- 22 109,738 
Q 082- 23 6.287 
Federal Law Enforcement Training Center 
Salaries and expenses 
BA 082-198 
BA 082- 24 
Bureau of Government Financial Operations 


New Vork City toan guarantee program 
8 082-199 


Chryster Corporation toan guarantee program 
BA 082-200 


Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco and Firearms 


Salaries and expenses 
BA 082-201 


Bureau of the Mint 


Expansion and improvements 
BA 062-132 


Internal Revenue Service 


Payment where energy credit exceeds tiab. for tax 
BA 0862-202 8 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 
TOTAL BA 115.469 
TOTAL Oo 
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ATTACHMENT B - STATUS OF DEFERRALS - FISCAL VEAR 1982 AS OF 02/04/82 12:00 


AMOUNTS CONGRES-  CUMULA- 


a 
TS IN 
THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS TRANSMITTED TRANSMITTED DATE OF SIONALLY TIVE DEFERRED 
: ORIGINAL SUBSEQUENT MESSAGE REQUIRED ADJUST - AS OF 
REQUEST MO DA VR RELEASES ° MENTS 2-11-82 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 


Research and development 
BA 082-133 10 23 61 


Abatement, contro! and comp! tance 
BA 082-134 . 10 23 61 


Buildings and facilities 
BA 082-135 10 23 61 


Hazardous substence response trust fund 
8 D82- 136 > 10 23 61 


ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY 
TOTAL BA 


NATIONAL AERONAUTICS & SPACE ADMINISTRATION 


Construction of facilities 
BA 082-137 : 10 23 81 


NATIONAL AERONAUTICS & SPACE ADMINISTRATION 
TOTAL BA 


VETERANS ADMINISTRATION 


Medical and prosthetic research 
BA 082-138 


Medical admin. and misc. operating expenses 
BA 082-139 


Construction, major projects 


BA 082-140 
BA DB2-141 


Construction, minor projects 
BA 082-142 


VETERANS ADMINISTRATION 
TOTAL BA 


OTHER INDEPENDENT AGENCIES 
ACTION 


Operating expenses, domestic programs 
BA 082- 62 


Administrative Conference of the U. S. 


Salaries and expenses 
BA DB2-143 


Advisory Committee on Federal Pay 


Salaries and expenses 
BA 082-144 


Arms Control and Disarmament Agency 


Arms contro! and disarmament agency 
BA 062- 63 


Board for International Broadcasting 


Salaries and expenses 
BA 082- 64 


Comm. for the Purchase From the B61 ind 


Saleries and expenses 
BA 082- 65 
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ATTACHMENT 8 - STATUS OF DEFERRALS - FISCAL YEAR 1982 AS OF 02/04/82 12:00 
AMOUNTS IN 
THOUSANDS OF DOLLARS TRANSMITTED TRANSMITTED TIVE OMB TIVE DEFERRED 


ORIGINAL / AGENCY REQUIRED ADJUST - AS OF 
REQUEST CHANGE RELEASES RELEASES MENTS 


Equal Employment Opportunity Commission 


Salaries and expenses 
BA DA2-146 


Federal Emergency Management Agency 


State and local assistance 
BA 082-205 


National flood insurance fund 
BA 082-203 
BA 082-204 

General Services Administration 


Consumer information center 
BA D82- 68 


Nat. Archives & Records Service-operating 
BA 082- 66 


Federal Property Resources Service-operat ing 
BA 082- 67 


Automated Oata 6 Telecom. Service-operat ing 
BA 082-206 


Advisory Commission on Intergovt. Relettons 


Saleries and expenses 
BA 082- 69 


Oelaware River Basin Commission 


Salaries and expenses 
BA 082- 70 


Contribution to the Del. River Basin Conn. 
BA 082- 74% 


Interstate Commission on the Potomac River Basin 


Contrib. to Interst. Comm. on Potomac Riv. Basin 
BA 082- 72 


Susquehanna River Basin Commission 


Salaries and expenses 
BA 062- 73 


Contrib. to the Susquehanna River Basin Comm. 
; BA 082- 74 


International Comeuntcation Agency 


Salaries & expenses 
BA 082- 75 4,680 


Center for cul. and tech. exch. bet. east & west 
BA 082- 76 126 


interstate Commerce Commission 


Sateries and expenses 
BA 082-146 


Japan-U.S. Friendship Commission 


Jepan-U.s. friendship Commission trust fund 
: 6A 082- 77 


Mar ine Mammal Commiseton 


Salartes and expenses 
082- 76 


National Capital Planning Commiesion 


Selearies and expenses 
8a 062-207 


National Foundation on the Arte 6 Humanities 


_ Nat. endowment for the arts: sal. & expenses 
; BA 082-47 14,208 


Nat. endowment for the human.: 6al. and expenses 
Ba 0862-208 $,802 


Nat. endowment for the human.: matching grants 
; BA 062-146 2,628 


National Mediation Board 


Salartes and expenses 
Ba 082- 79 
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AS OF 02/04/82 12:00 
AMOUN CONGRE S - 
TRANSMITTED TRANSMITTED DATE OF SIONALLY TIVE 
ORIGINAL SUBSEQUENT MESSAGE REQUIRED ADJUST - 
MO DA YR RELEASES RELEASES MENTS 


National Science Foundation 


Research and related activities 
Ba 062- 80 


Scientific activities overseas 
082- 61 


Science and engineering educ. activities 
Ba 082- 82 


Neighborhood Reinvestment Corporet ton 


Payment to Neighborhood Reinvest. Corp. 
BA 082- 63 


Pennsylvania Avenue Development Corporation 


Salaries and expenses 
BA 082-149 


Public development 
Ba 082-150 


Land acquisition and development 


Ba 082-151 
Ba 082- 25 


Setective Service System 


Salartes and expenses 
Ba 082- 84 


Smalt Business Administration 


Salaries and expenses 
BA 082-152 


Surety bond guarantees revolving fund 
BA 082-154 


Lease guarantees revolving fund 
BA 082-153 


Smithsonian Institution 


Museum programs and related research 
BA 082-155 


Restoration and renovation of buildings 
BA 082-156 


Motor Carrier Ratemaking Study Commission 


Sateries and Expenses 
BA 082- 26 


Pres. Com. for the Study of Ethical Probs. 


Salertes and expenses 
BA 082-221 


Tennessee Valley Authority 


Tennessee Valley Authority fund 
BA 082-157 


Water Resources Counci! 


Water resources planning 
BA 


OTHER INDEPENDENT AGENCIES 
TOTAL BA 


TOTAL GA -249,460 33,753 2,165,192 
TOTAL O 


- This report was transmitted solely to refiect technical 
adjustments to the previous report. 


. OF f-budget . 


. This deferral was reported in error. funds for this 
budget account were not withheld. 


END OF REPORT 


[FR Doc. 82-4329 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3110-01-C 
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PRESIDENT’S TASK FORCE ON 
PRIVATE SECTOR INITIATIVES 


Meeting 
February 9, 1982. 


The President's Task Force on Private 
Sector Initiatives will hold its second 
meeting on February 25, 1982, in the 
American Red Cross National 
Headquarters Building, 17th Street, NW., 
Washington, D.C. 20006. 

The meeting will convene at 9:00 a.m. 
and adjourn at 12:30 p.m. This meeting is 
open to the public. However, due to fire 
regulations, the attendance will be 
limited. Those persons wishing to attend 
should call the President's Task Force 
on Private Sector Initiatives at (202) 395- 
7366 to make a reservation. Calls should 
be placed during business hours no 
sooner than February 22 and no later 
than February 23, 1982. 

Michael P. Castine, 

Deputy Director, Private Sector Initiatives. 
[FR Doc. 82-4426 Filed 2-16-82; 10:06 am] 

BILLING CODE 3510-BW-M 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
[CM-8/492] 


Advisory Committee On international, 
investment, Technology, and 
Development; Meeting 

The Department of State will hold a 
meeting on March 23, 1982, of the 
Working Group on Transborder Data 
Flows of the Advisory Committee on 
International Investment, Technology, 
and Development. The Working Group 
will meet from 10:00 a.m. to 12:00 noon. 
The meeting will be held in the Lecture 
Room of the National Academy of 
Seciences, 2101 Constitution Avenue, 
N.W., Washington, D.C. The meeting 
will be open to the public. 

The purpose of the meeting will be to 
receive a report from the U.S. delegation 
to the January 26-27 meeting of the 
Experts Group on the OECD Working 
Party on Information Policy (ICCP). It 
will also discuss preparations for the 
March 30-April 1 meeting of the ICCP 
Working Party. 

Requests for further information on 
the meeting should be directed to Philip 
T. Lincoln, Jr., Department of State, 
Office of Investment Affairs, Bureau of 
Economic and Business Affairs, 
Washington, D.C. 20520. He may be 
reached by telephone on (area code 202) 
632-2728. 

The Chairman of the Working Group 
will, as time permits, entertain oral 


comments from members of the public 
attending the meeting. 
February 8, 1982. 
Philip a Lincoln, Jr. 
Executive Secretary. 
[FR Doc. 82-4228 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 4710-07-M 


[CM-8/493] - 


Advisory Committee On Internationai 
investment, Technology, and 
Development; Meeting 


The Department of State will hold a 
meeting on March 8, 1982, of the 
Working Group on Energy and 
Development of the Advisory 
Committee on International Investment, 
Technology, and Development. The 
Working Group will meet from 9:30 a.m. 
to 12:30 p.m. The meeting will be held in 
Room 1107 of the State Department, 2201 
C Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20520. 
The meeting will be open to the public. 

The purpose of the meeting will be to 
exchange views on useful topics for 
future work and frequency of meetings; 
the follow-up to the U.N. Conference on 
New and Renewable Energy and 
preparations for the June meeting of the 
U.N.’s Interim Committee for launching 
and-Nairobi Program of Action; an 
overview of AID energy activities; 
Global Negotiations and energy; World 
Bank energy lending program; and 
international energy research, 
development and demonstration 
programs. 

Requests for further information on 
the meeting should be directed to Philip 
T. Lincoln, Jr., Department of State, 
Office of Investment Affairs, Bureau of 
Economic and Business Affairs, 
Washington, D.C. 20520. He may be 
reached by telephone on (area code 202) 
632-2728. 

Members of the public wishing to 
attend the meeting must contact Mr. 
Lincoln's office in order to arrange 
entrance to the State Department 
building. 

The Chairman of the Working Group 
will, as time permits, entertain oral 
comments from members of the public 
attending the meeting. 


Dated: February 8, 1982. 
Philip T. Lincoln, Jr., 
Executive Secretary. 

[FR Doc. 82-4229 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 


- BILLING CODE 4710-07-M 


[CM-8/491] 


Shipping Coordinating Committee; 
Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea; 
Meeting 

The Working Group on Standards of 
Training and Watchkeeping of the 
Subcommittee on Safety of Life at Sea 
(SOLAS), a part of the Shipping 
Coordinating Committee (SHC), will 
conduct an open meeting on March 3, 
1982, at 10:00 a.m., in Room 4234 of the 
Nassif Building, Department of 
Transportation, 400 7th Street SW, 
Washington, D.C. 

The purpose of the meeting will be to 
discuss the following agenda items of 
the Fifteenth Session of the IMCO 
Subcommittee on Standards of Training 
and Watchkeeping scheduled to 
commence on April 26, 1982: 

1. Matters relating to the 1978 STCW 
Convention. 

2. Training and certification of crews 
of fishing vessels. 

3. Training and qualifications of 
personnel serving on mobile offshore 
units. 

4. Training and qualifications of 
officers and ratings in the handling of 
Lae or noxious dry chemicals in 
bulk. 

5. Certificates of competency. 

6. Revision of the document for 
guidance—1975. 

Members of the public may attend up 
to the seating capacity of the room. 

For further information contact 
Captain R. S. Sutherland, U.S. Coast 
Guard Headquarters (G-MVP/14), 2100 
2nd Street SW, Washington, D.C. 20593. 
Telephone (202) 426-1500. 

The Chairman will entertain 
comments from the public as time 
permits. 

Dated: February 5, 1982. 

John Todd Stewart, 

Chairman, Shipping Coordinating Committee. 
{FR Doc. 82-4227 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am} 

BILLING CODE 4710-07-M 


DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY 


Office of the Secretary 
[Department Circular, Public Debt Series— 
No. 5-82] 


Treasury Notes; Series P-1984; 
Auction 


1. Invitation for Tenders 


1.1. The Secretary of the Treasury, 
under the authority of the Second 
Liberty Bond Act, as amended, invites 
tenders for approximately $5,250,000,000 
of United States securities, designated 





Treasury Notes of February 29, 1984, 
Series P-1984 (CUSIP No. 912827 MX 7). 
The securities will be sold at auction, 
with bidding on the basis of yield. 
Payment will be required at the price 
equivalent of the bid yield of each 
accepted tender. The interest rate on the 
securities and the price equivalent of 
each accepted bid will be determined in 
the manner described below. Additional 
amounts of these securities may be 
issued to Government accounts and 
Federal Reserve Banks for their own 
account in exchange for maturing 
Treasury securities. Additional amounts 
of the new securities may also be issued 
at the average price to Federal Reserve 
Banks, as agents for foreign and 
international monetary authorities, to 
the extent that the aggregate amount of 
tenders for such accounts exceeds the 
aggregate amount of maturing securities 
held by them. 


2. Description of Securities 


2.1. The securities will be dated March 
1, 1982, and will bear interest from that 
date, payable on a semiannual basis on 
August 31, 1982; February 28 and August 
31, 1983; and February 29, 1984. They 
will mature February 29, 1984, and will 
not be subject to call for redemption 
prior to maturity. In the event an interest 
payment date or the maturity date is a 
Saturday, Sunday, or other nonbusiness 
day, the interest or principal is payable 
on the next-succeeding business day. 

2.2. The income derived from the 
securities is subject to all taxes imposed 
under the Internal Revenue Code of 
1954. The securities are subject to estate, 
inheritance, gift, or other excise taxes, 
whether Federal or State, but are 
exempt from all taxation now or 
hereafter imposed on the principal or 
interest thereof by any State, any 
possession of the United States, or any 
local taxing authority. 

2.3. The securities will be acceptable 
to secure deposits of public monies. 
They will not be acceptable in payment 
of taxes. 

2.4. Bearer securities with interest 
coupons attached, and securities 
registered as to principal and interest, 
will be issued in denominations of 
$5,000, $10,000, $100,000, and $1,000,000. 
Book-entry securities will be available 
to eligible bidders in multiples of those 
amounts. Interchanges of securities of 
different denominations and of coupon, 
registered, and book-entry securities, 
and the transfer of registered securities 
will be permitted. 

2.5. Department of the Treasury's 
general regulations governing United 
States securities apply to the securities 
offered in this circular. These general 
regulations include those currently in 


effect, as well as those that may be 
issued at a later date. 


3. Sale Procedures 


3.1. Tenders will be received at 
Federal Reserve Banks and Branches 
and at the Bureau of the Public Debt, 
Washington, D.C. 20226, up to 1:30 p.m., 
Eastern Standard time, Wednesday, 
February 17, 1982. Noncompetitive 
tenders as defined below will be 
considered timely if postmarked no later 
than Tuesday, February 16, 1982. 

3.2. Each tender must state the face 
amount of securities bid for. The 
minimum bid is $5,000, and larger bids 
must be in multiples of that amount. 
Competitive tenders must also show the 
yield desired, expressed in terms of an 
annual yield with two decimals, e.g., 
7.11%. Common fractions may not be 
used. Noncompetitive tenders must 
show the term “noncompetitive” on the 
tender form in lieu of a specified yield. 
No bidder may submit more than one 
noncompetitive tender, and the amount 
may not exceed $1,000,000. 

3.3. Commercial banks, which for this 
purpose are defined as banks accepting 
demand deposits, and primary dealers, 
which for this purpose are defined as 
dealers who make primary markets in 
Government securities and report daily 
to the Federal Reserve Bank of New 
York their positions in and borrowings 
on such securities, may submit tenders 
for account of customers if the names of 
the customers and the amount for each 
customer are furnished. Others are only 
permitted to submit tenders for their 
own account. 

3.4. Tenders will be received without 
deposit for their own account from 
commercial banks and other banking 
institutions; primary dealers, as defined 
above; Federally-insured savings and 
loan associations; States, and their 
political subdivisions or 
instrumentalities; public pension and 
retirement and other public funds; 
international organizations in which the 
United States holds membership; foreign 
central banks and foreign states; Federal 
Reserve Banks; and Government 
accounts. Tenders from others must be 
accompanied by full payment for the 
amount of securities applied for (in the 
form of cash, maturing Treasury 
securities, or readily collectible checks), 
or by a payment guarantee of 5 percent 
of the face amount applied for, from a 
commercial bank or a primary dealer. 

3.5. Immediately after the closing 
hour, tenders will be opened, followed 
by a public announcement of the amount 
and yield range of accepted bids, 
Subject to the reservations expressed in 
Section 4, noncompetitive tenders will 
be accepted in full, and then competitive 
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tenders will be accepted, starting with 
those at the lowest yields, through 
successively higher yields to the extent 
required to attain the amount offered. 
Tenders at the highest accepted yield 
will be prorated if necessary. After the 
determination is made as to which 
tenders are accepted, a coupon rate will 


be established, on the basis of a ¥% of 


one percent increment, which results in 
an equivalent average accepted price 
close to 100.000 and a lowest accepted 
price above the original issue discount 
limit of 99.750. That rate of interest will 
be paid on all of the securities. Based on 
such interest rate, the price on each 
competitive tender allotted will be 
determined and each successful 
competitive bidder will be required to 
pay the price equivalent to the yield bid. 
Those submitting noncompetitive 
tenders will pay the price equivalent to 
the weighted average yield of accepted 
competitive tenders. Price calculations 
will be carried to three decimal places 
on the basis of price per hundred, e.g., 
99.923, and the determinations of the 
Secretary of the Treasury shall be final. 
If the amount of noncompetitive tenders 
received would absorb all or most of the 
offering, competitive tenders will be 
accepted in an amount sufficient to 
provide a fair determination of the yield. 
Tenders received from/Government 
accounts and Federal Reserve Banks 
will be accepted at the price equivalent 
to the weighted average yield of 
accepted competitive tenders. 

3.6, Competitive bidders will be 
advised of the acceptance or rejection of 
their tenders. Those submitting 
noncompetitive tenders will only be 
notified if the tender is not accepted in 
full, or when the price is over par. 


4. Reservations 


4.1. The Secretary of the Treasury 
expressly reserves the right to accept or 
reject any or all tenders in whole or in 
part, to allot more or jess than the 
amount of securities specified in Section 
i, and to make different percentage 
allotments to verious classes of 
applicants when the Secretary considers 
it in the public interest. The Secretary's 
action under this Section is final. 


5. Payment and Delivery 


5.1. Settlement for allotted securities 
must be made at the Federal Reserve 
Bank or Branch or at the Bureau of the 
Public Debt, wherever the tender was 
submitted. Settlement on securities 
allotted to institutional investors and to 
others whose tenders are accompanied 
by a payment guarantee as provided in 
Section 3.4., must be made or completed 
on or before Monday, March 1, 1982. 
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Payment in full must accompany tenders 
submitted by all other investors. 
Payment must be in cash; in other funds 
immediately available to the Treasury; 
in Treasury bills, notes, or bonds (with 
all coupons detached) maturing on or 
before the settlement date but which are 
not overdue as defined in the general 
regulations governing United States 
securities; or by check drawn to the 
order of the institution to which the 
tender was submitted, which must be 
received from institutional investors no 
later than Thursday, February 25, 1982. 
When payment has been submitted with 
the tender and the purchase price of 
allotted securities is over par, settlement 
for the premium must be completed 
timely, as specified in the preceding 
sentence. When payment has been 
submitted with the tender and the 
purchase price is under par, the discount 
will be remitted to the bidder. Payment 
will not be considered complete where 
registered securities are requested if the 
appropriate identifying number as 
required on tax returns and other 
documents submitted to the Internal 
Revenue Service {an individual's social 
security number or an employer 
indentification number) is not furnished. 
When payment is made in securities, a 
cash adjustment will be made to or 
required of the bidder for any difference 
between the face amount of securities 
presented and the amount payable on 
the securities allotted. 

5.2. In every case where full payment 
has not been completed on time, an 
amount of up to 5 percent of the face 
amount of securities allotted, shall, at 
the discretion of the Secetary of the 


Treasury, be forfeited to the United 
States. 

5.3. Registered surities tendered in 
payment for allotted securities are not 
required to be assigned if the new 
securities are to be registered in the 
same names and forms as appear in the 
registrations or assignments of the 
securities surrendered. When the new 
securities are to be registered in names 
and forms different from those in the 
inscriptions or assignments of the 
securities presented, the assignment 
should be to “The Secretary of the 
Treasury for (securities offered by this 
circular) in the name of (name and 
taxpayer identifying number).” If new 
securities in coupon form are desired, 
the assignment should be to “The 
Secretary of the Treasury for coupon 
(securities offered by this circular) to be 
delivered to {name and address).” 
Specific instructions for the issuance 


' and delivery of the new securities, 


signed by the owner or authorized 
representative, must accompany the 
securities presented. Securities tendered 
in payment should be surrendered to the 
Federal Reserve Bank or Branch or to 
the Bureau of the Public Debt, 
Washington, D.C. 20226. The securities 
must be delivered at the expense and 
risk of the holder. 

5.4. If bearer securities are not ready 
for delivery on the settlement date, 
purchasers may elect to receive interim 
certificates. These certificates shall be 
issued in bearer form and shall be 
exchangeable for definitive securities of 
this issue, when such securities are © 
available, at any Federal Reserve Bank 
or Branch or at the Bureau of the Public 


Debt, Washington, D.C. 20226. The 
interim certificates must be returned at 
the risk and expense of the holder. 

5.5. Delivery of securities in registered 
form will be made after the requested 
form of registration has been validated, 
the registered interest account has been 
established, and the securities have 
been inscribed. 


6. General Provisions 


6.1. As fiscal agents of the United 
States, Federal Reserve Banks are 
authorized and requested to receive 
tenders, to make allotments as directed 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, to 
issue such notices as may be necessary, 
to receive payment for and make 
delivery of securities on full-paid 
allotments, and to issue interim 
certificates pending delivery of the 
definitive securities. 

6.2. The Secretary of the Treasury 
may at any time issue supplemental or 
amendatory rules and regulations 
governing the offering. Public 
announcement of such changes will be 
promptly provided. 

Paul H. Taylor, 
Fiscal Assistant Secretary. 
February 11, 1982. 


Supplementary Statement 

The announcement set forth above does 
not meet the the Department's criteria for 
significant regulations and, accordingly, may 
be published without compliance with the 
departmental procedures applicable to such 
regulations. 
[FR Doc. 82-4300 Filed 2-12-82; 2:48 am] 
BILLING CODE 4810-40-M 





7046 
Sunshine Act Meetings 


This section of the FEDERAL REGISTER 
contains notices of meetings published 
under the “Government in the Sunshine 
Act” (Pub. L. 94-409) 5 U.S.C. 
552b(e)(3). 


CONTENTS 


Consumer Product Safety Commission 


Federal Reserve System 
—" Railroad Passenger Corpora- 


Nasional Transportation Safety Board.. 


1 

CONSUMER PRODUCT SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

TIME AND DATE: 9:30 a.m., Wednesday, 
February 17, 1982. 

LOCATION: Third floor hearing room, 


1111 18th Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 


status: Open to the public. 
LETTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 


1. NEISS Report to Senate Appropriation 
Committee 
The Commission will consider a draft 
report to the Senate Appropriation 
Committee concerning the National 
Electronic Injury Surveillance System 


(NEISS). 
2. Acknowledgement of Voluntary Standards 
The Commission will consider issues 
related to the Acknowledgement of 
Voluntary Standards 
3. Prednisone: Exemption Petition PP 81-1 
The Commission will consider Petition PP 
81-1 requesting to exempt Prednisone 
from the child resistant packaging 
requirements of the Poison Prevention 
Packaging Act. 
Closed to the Public: 


Enforcement Matter OS#1099 
The staff will brief the Commission on 
issues related to an enforcement matter. 


CONTACT PERSON FOR ADDITIONAL 
INFORMATION: Sheldon D. Butts, Deputy 
Secretary, Office of the Secretary, Suite 
342, 5401 Westbard Ave., Bethesda, MD 
20207; Telephone (301) 492-6800. 

[S-224-82 Filed 2-11-82; 4:59 pm] 

BILLING CODE 6355-01-M 


PREVIOUSLY ANNOUNCED TIME AND DATE 
OF MEETING: 9:30 a.m. (eastern time), 
Wednesday, February 17, 1982. 


CHANGE IN THE MEETING: Freedom of 
Information Act Appeal No. 81-12- 
FOIA-033-NO was incorrectly stated 
and should read as Freedom of 
Information Act Appeal No. 81-12- 
FOIA-033-CT. 


CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORAMATION: Treva I. McCall, 
Executive Officer, Executive Secretariat, 
at (202) 634-1356. 


This Notice Issued February 12, 1982. 


[S-225-82 Filed 2-12-82; 11:19 am] 
BILLING CODE 6570-06-M 


3 


FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE 
CORPORATION 


Notice of Agency Meeting 

Pursuant to the provisions of the 
“Government in the Sunshine Act” (5 
U.S.C. 552b), notice is hereby given that 
the Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation's Board of Directors will 
meet in open session at 2:00 p.m. on 
Monday, February 22, 1982, to consider 
the following matters: 

Summary Agenda: No substantive 
discussion of the following items is 
anticipated. These matters will be 
resolved with a single vote unless a 
member of the Board of Directors 
requests that an item be moved to the 
discussion agenda. 

Disposition of minutes of previous 
meetings. 

Applications for Federal deposit 
insurance: 


The Bank of Elizabethtown, Inc., a proposed 
new bank, to be located at 1100 North 
Dixie Avenue, Elizabethtown, Kentucky. 

Security Bank, Monroe, Louisiana, a 
proposed new bank, to be located at 2400 
Forsythe Avenue, Monroe, Louisiana. 


Applications for consent to merge and 
establish branches: 


State Bank and Trust Company, Unadilla, 
Georiga, for consent to merge, under its 
charter and title, with Bank of Pinehurst, 
Pinehurst, Georgia, and for consent to 
establish the sole office of Bank of 
Pinehurst as a branch of State Bank and 
Trust Company. 

Valley State Bank, Eugene, Oregon, for 
consent to merge, under its charter and 
with the title “Centennial Bank,” with 
Valley State Interim Bank, Eugene, Oregon, 
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and Centennial Bank, Springfield, Oregon, 
and to establish the two offices of 
Centennial Bank as branches of the 
resultant bank. 

American Bank and Trust Co. of Pa., Reading, 
Pennsylvania, for consent to merge, under 
its charter and title, with National Bank 
and Trust Company of Kennett Square, 
Kennett Square, Pennsylvania, and to 
establish the four offices of National Bank 
and Trust Company of Kennett Square as 
branches of the resultant bank. 


Recommendations regarding the 
liquidation of a bank's assets acquired 
by the Corporation in its capacity as 
receiver, liquidator, or liquidating agent 
of those assets: 


Case No. 44,919-L (Amendment)—Banco de 
Ahosve de Puerto Rico, San Juan (Hato 
Rey), Puerto Rico 

Case No. 45,104—SR—The Metro Bank of 
Huntington, Inc., Huntington, West Virginia 


Memorandum re: Reporting 
requirements for actions approved by 
the Division of Liquidation under 
delegated authority. 

Reports of committees and officers: 


Minutes of the actions approved by the 
Committee on Liquidations, Loans and 
Purchases of Assets pursuant to authority 
delegated by the Board of Directors. 

Reports of the Division of Bank Supervision 
with respect to applications or requests 
approved by the Director or Associate 
Director of the Division and the various 
Regional Directors pursuant to authority 
delegated by the Board of Directors. 

Report of the Director, Division of Accounting 
and Corporate Services: 

Investment Management Report, as of 
December 31, 1981. 

Report of the Director, Division of 
Liquidation: 

Memoranduam re: Reports Required Under 
Delegated Authority Status of Approved 
Committed Cases 


Discussion Agenda: 
No matters scheduled. 


The meeting will be held in the Board 
Room on the sixth floor of the FDIC 
Building located at 550 17th Street, N.W.., 
Washington, D.C. 

Requests for information concerning 
the meeting may be directed to Mr. 
Hoyle L. Robinson, Executive Secretary 
of the Corporation, at (202) 389-4425. 


Dated: February 12, 1982. 
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Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation. 
Hoyle L. Robinson, 

Executive Secretary. v 
[S-228-82 Filed 2-12.82; 8:24 pm} 

BILLING CODE 6714-01-™ 


Pursuant to the provisions of the 
~ “Government in the Sunshine Act” (5 
U.S.C. 552b), notice is hereby given that 
at 2:30 p.m. on Monday, February 22, 
1982, the Federal Deposit Insurance 
Corporation’s Board of Directors will 
meet in closed session, by vote of the 
Board of Directors pursuant to sections 
552b (c)(2), (c)(6), (c)(8), (c)(9)(A){ii), and 
(c)(9)(B) of Title 5, United States Code, 
to consider the following matters: 

Summary Agenda: No substantive 
discussion of the following items is 
anticipated. These matters will be 
resolved with a single vote unless a 
member of the Board of Directors 
requests that an item be moved to the 
discussion agenda. 

Notice of acquisition of control: 


Jeffrey City State Bank, Jeffrey City, 
Wyoming. 


Requests for relief from adjustment 
for violations of Regulation Z: 


Names and locations of banks authorized to 
be exempt from disclosure pursuant to the 
provisions of subsections (c)(8) and 
(c)(9)({A){ii) of the “Government in the 
Sunshine Act” (5 U.S.C. 552b (c)(8) and 
(c)(9)(A)(ii)). 

Note.—Some matters falling within this 
category may be placed on the discussion 
agenda without further public notice if it 
becomes likely that substantive discussion of 
those matters will occur at the meeting. 


Recommendations with respect to the 
initiation, termination, or conduct of 
administrative enforcement proceedings 
(cease-and-desist proceedings, 
termination-of-insurance proceedings, 
suspension or removal proceedings, or 
assessment of civil money penalties) 
against certain insured banks or officers, 
directors, employees, agents, or other 
persons participating in the conduct of 
the affairs thereof: 


Names of persons and names and locations 
of banks authorized to be exempt from 
disclosure pursuant to the provisions of 
subsections (c)(6), (c)(8), and (c)(9)(A)(ii) of 
the “Government in the Sunshine Act” (5 
U.S.C. 552b (c)(6), (c)(6), and (c)(9)(A)(ii)). 
Note.—-Some matters falling within this 

category may be placed on the discussion 

agenda without further public notice if it 
becomes likely that substantive discussion of 
those matters will occur at the meeting. 


Memorandum re: Accounting 
treatment for purchased core deposit 
intangibles 


Discussion Agenda: 
Application for consent to merge and 
establish two branches: 

First-Citizens Bank and Trusi Company of 
South Carolina, Columbia, South Carolina, 
for consent to merge, under its charter and 
title, with Bank of Chesterfield, 
Chesterfield, South Carolina, and to 
establish the two offices of Bank of 
Chesterfield as branches of the resultant 


Memorandum re: Deferral of losses on 
asset sales. 


reassignments, retirements, separations, 

removals, etc.: 

Names of employees authorized to be exempt 
from disclosure pursuant to the provisions 
of subsections (c)(2) and (c)(6) of the 
“Government in the Sunshine Act” (5 
U.S.C. 552b (c)(2) and (c)(6)). 

The meeting will be held in the Board 
Room on the sixth floor of the FDIC 
Building located at 550 17th Street, N.W., 
Washington, D.C. 

Requests for information concerning 
the meeting may be directed to Mr. 
Hoyle L. Robinson, Executive Secretary 
of the Corporation, at (202) 389-4425. 


Dated: February 12, 1982. 
Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation. 
Hoyle L. Robinson, 
Executive Secretary. 
[S-230-82 Filed 2-12-82; 3:24 pm} 
BILLING CODE 6714-01-M 


FEDERAL RESERVE SYSTEM 
(Board of Governors) 


TIME AND DATE: 10 a.m., Monday, 
February 22, 1982. 


PLACE: 20th Street and Constitution 
Avenue, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20551. 


STATUS: Closed. 
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 


1. Proposal by the Federal Reserve Bank of 
San Francisco the furniture and 
equipment budget for its new building. 

2. Proposed acquisition of computer 
equipment within the Federal Reserve System 
and associated projects. 

3. Personnel actions (appointments, 
promotions, assignments, reassignments, and 
salary actions) involving individual Federal 
Reserve System employees. 

4. Any items carried forward from a 
previously announced meeting. 


CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Mr. Joseph R. Coyne, 
Assistant to the Board, (202) 452-3204. 


Dated: February 12, 1982. 
James McAfee, 
Assistant Secretary of the Board. 
(S-228-82 Filed 2-12-82; 3:21 pm] 
BILLING CODE 6210-01-M 
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NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER 
CORPORATION 


In Accordance with Rule 4{a) ‘of 
Appendix A of the Bylaws of the 
National Railroad Passenger 
Corporation, notice is given that the 
Board of Directors will meet on 
February 24, 1982. 

A. The meeting will be held on 
Wednesday, February 24, 1982, in the 
Executive Conference Room, 8th Floor, 
at the National Railroad Passenger 
Corporation, 400 N. Capitol Street, N.W.., 
Washington, D.C., at 9:30 a.m. 

B. The meeting will be open to the 
public at 10:30 a.m. beginning with 
agenda item No. 3, as described below. 

C. The agenda items to be discussed 
at the meeting follow. 


Agenda—National Railroad Passenger 
Corporation 


Meeting of the Board of Directors— 
February 24, 1982 


(9:30 a.m.): Closed Session 

1. Internal Personnel Matters. 

2. Litigation Matters. 
(10:30 a.m.): Open Session 

3. Approval of Minutes of Regular Meeting 
of January 27, 1982. 

4. Northeast Corridor Improvement Project 
Briefing. 

5. Amendments to Articles of Incorporation 
and Bylaws. 

6. Commitment Approval Requests: 

82-29 Purchase of IBM 8100 Computer 
Systems. 

82-30 IBM 8100 Two-year Lease 
Conversion. 

77-266-S6 Completion of Lightweight 
Electric Locomotive ‘ 

7. Briefing on Legislative Status. 

8. President's Report. 

9. Date and Place of Next Meeting. 

10. New Business. 

11. Adjournment. 


D. Inquiries regarding the information 
required to be made available pursuant 
to Appendix A of the Corporation's 
Bylaws should be directed to the 
Corporate Secretary at (202) 383-3754. 
February 12, 1982. 

Sandra Spence, 
Corporate Secretary. 
[S-227-82 Filed 2-12-82; 3:17 pm} 
BILLING CODE 0000-00 
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NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY 
BOARD 


[NM 82-5] 


TIME AND DATE: 9 a.m., Friday, February 
26, 1982. 

PLACE: NTSB Board, National 
Transportation Safety Board, 800 
Independence Avenue, S.W., 
Washington, D.C. 20594. 

STATUS: The first two items will be open 
to the public; the last two items will be 
closed under Exemption 10 of the 
Government in the Sunshine Act. 
MATTERS TO BE CONSIDERED: 


1. Pipeline Accident Report: Pacific Gas 
and Electric Company, Natural Gas Pipeline 


Puncture, San Francisco, California, August 
25, 1981, and Recommendations to the Pacific 
Gas and Electric Company, the Public Utility 
Commission of California, the City of San 
Francisco Department of Public Works, the 
American Gas Association, the Associated 
General Contractors of America, the Turner 
Construction Company, and the National 
League of Cities, the American Public Works 
Association and the National Association of 
Counties. 

2. Special Investigation Report: Accidents 
Involving Passenger Fatalities and Injuries 
Between Coupled Cars on Rail Rapid Transit 
Systems and Recommendations to the New 
York City Transit Authority; the Urban Mass 
Transportation Administration; the Greater 
Cleveland Regional Authority, the Chicago 
Transit Authority, the Metropolitan Atlanta 
Regional Transit Authority, the Port 


Authority Transit Corporation, Port Authority 
Trans-Hudson Corporation, and the 
Southeastern Pennsylvania Transportation 
Authority; and the Metropolitan Date County 
Transit Agency and the Mass Transit 
Administration of Maryland. 

3. Opion and Order: Administrator v. 
Tracy, Dkt. 5194; disposition of respondent's 
appeal. 

4. Opinion and Order: Administrator v. 
DiGiovanni, Dkt. SE-4841; disposition of 
respondent's appeal. 


CONTACT PERSON FOR MORE 
INFORMATION: Sharon Flemming, 202- 
382-6525. 


February 12, 1982. 


{S-226-82 Filed 2-12-82; 3:15 pm] 
BILLING CODE 4910-58-M 





Wednesday 
February 17, 1982 


Part Il 


Department of 
Agriculture 


Animal and Plant Health Inspection 
Service 


Animal Welfare; List of Licensed Dealers 
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Animal and Piant Health Inspection Service 


Animal Welfare; List of Licensed Dealers 


The following list is being published to give notice to the public of dealers currently licensed under the Animal Welfare 
Act (7 U.S.C. 2131 et seq.). Such notice does not come under E.O. 12291, since it is mot a rule. Therefore, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Animal Welfare Act and the regulations thereunder (9 CFR Part 2), notice is hereby given that the dealers 
listed below are licensed under said Act (Section 3, 80 Stat 351, as amended {7 U.S.C. 2133)): 


Done at Washington, D.C., this 29th day of January 1982. 
J. K. Atwell, 


Deputy Administrator, Veterinary Services. 


ALABAMA 
DOING BUSINESS AS 


MIT 2 BOX 184 oceans 
1707.FAIRMONT ST... 


. ABAR A DOGGIE DUDE RANCH 
SOUTHWESTERN RESEARCH 


ARKANSAS 


LICENSE NAME DOING BUSINESS AS 
NUMBER 


71846 ANDERSON, MRS. P 

71835 BAKER, MR. & MRS. ANDREW 

71B40 
71A104 _— 
71A102 . TWIN OAKS KENNEL. 
71A143 ® . DIAN'S KENNELS..... 


71832 . FARAWAY FARMS 
71B34 ,. 


71A92 
71A134 
71A76 
71A115 
71EC 
71A142 
71812 
7168 
71A132 
71A34 
71A79 
71A117 
71A144 EVERT, MR. & MRS. M.. 
71A108 a 
71A82 
71B30 . 
71A106 . GLENN'S KENNELS.. 
71A9 GORSLINE, ,< 
TIA118 





LICENSE 
NUMBER 

71A113 
71A51 
71A127 
71B44 
71A125 
71B43 
71A122 
71831 
71AA 
71B42 
71A128 
71A135 
71A129 
71841 
71A133 
71A137 
71A103 
71A19 
71839 
71A139 
71A90 
71B45 
7T1A145 
71A109 
71A55 
71A100 
71A107 
71A72 
7181 
71A91 
71A27 
71B24 
71PF 
71A97 
718C 
71A26 
71A29 
71A42 
71829 
71SS 
71A141 
71833 
TIA136 
71A85 
71A140 
71A66 
71A98 
71A131 
71A48 
TI1A124 
71A138 
71838 
T1A96 
TIA119 
7T1A121 
71A50 
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GRIGSON, T 
GROGAN, D & D. 
GUSTIN, A... 
HAMILTON, L. 
HANEY, M..... 
HANSEN, J .. 
HARP, B... 


ARKANSAS—Continued 


TOMMIE'S KENNELS 
WINN CREEK KENNELS 
KINGS RIVER KENNELS 


HANEY’S KENNELS... 
JUDITY HANSEN KENNELS... 
HARP'S KENNELS. 


"WAR EAGLE KENNELS... 


KENNELS. 
ENGLISH BULLDOG... 
IMMEL'S KENNELS 
MORNING STAR KENNELS. 


FERNDALE FERRET FARM 
B & D RABBITRV.......... 
LAMONT KENNELS.. 


ADDRESS 
RT 2 BOX 96... 


RT 2 BOX 255...... 
523 NORTH MILL STREET .. 


RT 2 BOX 270A.. 
5316 S 10TH... 


| RT 2BOX J 121. 


. RT 4 BOX 380.... 


HOOT OWL KENNELS.... 
MAPLE HILL SHIH-TZU FARM... 


MCMASTERS KENNELS 
MA-HA KENNELS .... 
RITZ COMMUNITY. 
DAISY KENNELS ...... 


HUGH REMINGTON KENNELS.. 
BRYANT COVE KENNEL... 


STAR AT BOX 1618B.. 


"RT. 1 BOX 161... 
’ BOX 111 ATN.... 


J.C. ROUTE BOX 75... 


’ PO BOX 157.... 


DRACHENFELS KENNELS 
TIPTON KENNELS... 


RABBIT RANCH 


| J.D. VAN WINKLE'S CAVIES 


WEBB’S KENNEL... 


VALLEY LABORATORY SUPPLY... 
WILD AND WOOLY ENTERPRISES... 
Be — 5 
CAREY'S WILD ANIMALS ... 


CHER MAR KENNEL... 


RR 6 BOX 608 
RT. 1 BOX 105 
RT 1 BOX 107 


175 EAST ST............ 
1187 MERRILL RD... 
1515 ARDMORE AVE. 


PO BOX 1736 .....seesseereenee 


. 7821 MISSION BLVD.. 
. $701 GARNSEY ST. 
. 931 FRANZIA CT.... 
. 23981 SECOND AVE.. 


787 S 4TH AVE .........-+ 


. 4586 ROSS GATE WAY. 


secsencesesecs: 


LAIN ntact 


14901 S HIGHLAND... 
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CALIFORNIA—Continued 
DOING BUSINESS AS 
LEOPARD CAT INFORMATION 
CENTER. 


..- 1912 O STREET... 
. STAR.RT 2 BOX 318 


CRESTON STAR AT.......... 

. RT. 46200 B AVE............. 
P.0.BOX 240 255 S. GLENDORA A. 

. $035 S. TRINITY ...... 

. 841 HAWTHORN STREET APT 1A... 
15917 SIERRA VISTA CT. ......-..-creee 


31101 SAN TIMOTEO CANYON 
21930.S ELM... 
12187 LOPEZ CANYON RD. 

. 6345 GRANT AVENUE.......... 
10442 MOUNTAIN LION LANE 
1180C DAY RD.......... 


.. 5265 STARR WAY. 
. $100 VOLKERTS AD. 
TERRY, E& BOWERMAN, H... 
TRAVENOL LABORATORIES, INC . 
OT i a scecenemoesessnnvcsnerenenen 
UNIV.(OF SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA.. 


.. 29215 TAYLOR AVE... 
.. §36€ TAYLOR RD 
K & M'WILD CRITTER FARM... .. 1961°GREEN SPRINGS AD. 
ANDIE’S CRITTERS & VARMINTS 5542 COFFEE AD.. 
. EZH'CAVIARY 


2608 TERRY LAKE AD. 
11440 W 44TH AVE... 


. BOULDER ZOOLOGICAL 7718 VALMONT DR......... 
PRESERVE. 
ANIMALS TWO BY TWO .« 740 TOEDTLI 
cnesecrpsignposintc-ebveiee asta . 225 COMMERCE DR. 
3704 RICHMOND DR. 


RT 1-BOX5C 





EERE eR 28289028082 
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NAME 
FREEMYER, ML... eneeccrnvsees 


EXOTIC ANIMALS, INC.......... 
FL. MONKEY SANCTUARY, ING 
FLORIDA ALLIGATOR FARM. 


" 2998 W WOLFENBERGER AD 


3081 SO SPRUCE WAY... 
10930 N. 85TH 


” RT 1 BOX 21 cee eRe 


Be COO iciaieretincenmngnstneniniasctihk 
BOX 280 724 LOCUST......_.___. 
I SO snes cise 


69 MERIDEN AD........ 
GATEWAY CENTER.. 


WATERBURY _.... 
TN a cstsitteoeecnreecoe 


8454 S.W. 24TH ST.. 


. RT. 1 BOX 40.............. 


1350 PALM DALE COURT... 
i 5 SS 
19345 S DIXIE HIGHWAY... 


2751 SUNSET BLVD. ....... 
. 9051 STATE RD 64.. 
. AT 2B80X 333........... 
. AT 1 BOX 380... 


. PATS K-9 KENNEL_....... 
"PINE WHISPER RABBITRY AND 
SUPPLIES. 


. MARLOT BREEDING FARM... 


8124 S.W. 91ST AVE. 
120 DAIRY RD......... 





Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 32 / Wednesday, February 17, 1982 / Notices 
Neen ee ee ee ee EE 


FLORIDA—Continued 


, BM. ; ; 9065 S TAMIAMI TRAIL... 
LASHLEY, V. ; 517 POINSETTIA ROAD... 


LAYMAN, L.. 

LIBBY, SR., R &! 

LIFE FELLOWSHIP 

MAEAYA, MARCELO & ZEIDA........ . «18317 NW 42 AVE 
MARMOSET BREEDING FARM, INC. PO BOX 1104..... 
AFI snaseccnccccnssconseccessopecsosen ies 

MIAMI RARE BIRD FARM INC... 


ROGER’S PET PARADISE... 
. &&M ENTERPRISES... iz: 
. FINE FISH FARMS, INC... .« 9475 N.W. 187TH ST. 
EXOTIC BREEDERS. .. P.O. BOX 137. 


PARROTT, J & T.. eave 
PET FARM INC BLUE RIBBON PET FARM... 


PET HAVEN, INC. 
145 E. MERRITT AVE... 


" RT #1 BOX 225........... 


RIVER ROUD RABBITARY.. 
. ONE OF THE FAMILY INC... 
COURT HILL KENNELS... 


SHIVAK, P & B... 

SINGLETON & CO., INC. . 

SLOCUM, Il, BR & L. 

SMITH, R & G.... 

SMITH, R & 1... 

SOUTH AMERICAN PRIMATES, INC .. 


ee ss WTS BOM A97A 5.2 
1529 OLD DIXIE HWY... : 
Pomuanee? 2 


9783 S.W. 72ND ST........soreesecosssveeesons fe 


I i rico encernsicerrenes 
WARD, M.. 


WORLDWIDE PRIMATES, INC. .. 


.. ROUTE 1 BOX 251... 


BUSY BEE "RABBITRY .. 


GILREATH, C & H. az CIRCLE G RABBIT RANCH. 
HATCHETT, MRS K.. BOW WOW KENNELS... 
KELLER. MR & MRS E : 


TALL TREE FARMS... 





Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 32 / Wednesday, February 17, 1982 / Notices 


. 2215N8 ST. 


aaa eRe 
LEWIS-CLARK ANIMAL SHELTER, INC... 


RT 4 BOX 415 

6912 COLFAX 

BT a ccsrcccscsnsececnsimrapsracemnesanionnens 
we OG IL, FD ccc eee 


1018 E NORTH AVE... 
. 1130 MILWAUKEE AVE ... 


R 1 BOX 160... 
IB csecrenancencssesncesenccensccnnccznecensscomsesen 
5602 N ARROW DRIVE ......_._.... 


123 W JEFFERSON. 
221 N 5TH ST... 
BEE B csc dere 


1003 1ST AVE..... 





CHEHENEE EY 
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ILLINOIS—Continued 
DOING BUSINESS AS ADDRESS 


. RR. 2 CRAWFORD CO. DOG 
POUND. 


FARR 2.......n.nccecscvsescnvscosoccscnseevennsscsonnscansseces 


6380 N GUN CLUB RO AT 3... 
R2 BOX 178A secs 


41 W GOLF RD... cssesesesseccsrnsnssnerenserne 


« 19211 FRANKLIN AVE. .........00.cssee coneee 
DIG OB aascicsicssccesscpesinocscansnssssecnnnsne 


eo eneeccceesereren 


seveseceecesesseseseseseneescoesscsees 


319 BRUCE AVE. 22. .csseveeccsssssseeesensees 


AR 2 ewnnsconteccsonneseese 
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MURPHY BREEDING LABS., INC. 
NELSON, M & C...... 


RR 2 BOX 141A... 
. RR 4 BOX 98... 
. RR 2 BOX 406C.... 
RT 23 BOX 255 


’ 2245 N CENTER ROAD... 
” RR 2 BOX 296..... 


” RR 1 BOX9.. 
AT 8 BOX 183. 


" VERMILLION VALLEY KENNELS...... 
” FLYING W KENNELS. 


SILVER LAWN KENNELS. 


. MAPLE HILL KENNEL.......... 


IOWA 
DOING BUSINESS AS 


we A & M KENNELG.........seccssssssnseesssseensen <0 


tteneenceseeneeneeeesssesenes 


BECKER KENNELS onsen 
BEDWELL’S BLINE KENNEL......... 





e088: 


& 
5 


zs 


42VAB 
42WAX 
42NX 
42CAW 
42UAA 
42WF 
42KA 
42DR 
42PAL 
42JAN 
42EO 
42JAK 
42LAl 
42GL 
42HB 
42QH 
42HM 
42Z0 
42PAW 
42LAK 
42RS 
420AQ 
42XxS 
42WAB 
42QAD 
4208 
42CM 
42WAT 
422C 
42XK 
42AN 
42YAS 
42GAU 
42FAG 
42SY 
42SAQ 
42NAS 
42NAH 
42MJ 


g2292283333 
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1OWA—Continued 


’ BOTNA VALLEY KENNELS 


. HORMAN’S SUNNY DALE 
. KENNELS. 
wu. MAN-SAM’S KENNEL. 
. COTTTENWOOD KENNEL. 


. HUISMAN AQUATIC’'S. 
. VIDON KENNEL... 

. WINNEBAGO CO 

. HILLTOP KENNEL... 


" FOUR PAWS KENNEL 


. J&M ENTERPRISES... 

. BY-JOBE KENNELS & STABLE.......... 

. RED BRIDGE KENNEL .... . RR 1 BOX 49.......... ‘ 

. JO & JONS KENNEL... . 206 W DES MOINES ST. 
. RAR 2.. 
. ARTZ... 
2 0 Ba. 


. KELLEY’S KENNELS... 
. PAL J'S KENNEL . 


. ARI 


” PAT-O-PAL KENNEL... ” RR 1 BOX 157... 
. KORVER CATTERY. S 


geshgtasiess 
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1OWA—Continued 
DOING BUSINESS AS ADDRESS 


PLEASANT VALLEY KENNEL.. 


R 2 BOX 68B.... 
BOX 226 AT 1.. 


RA 3 BOX 33 
AR 1... 
MORRISON RABBITRY 


101 FRANK ST. 
AR 1 BOX 147.. 
1454 E 21ST ST 


REMILLAND KENNEL 


RISING R KENNEL. 
ROEGLIN KENNELS... 
CHARLEY HORSE ACRES 


. SEIVERT KENNELS INC. 

. SHANSI KENNEL 
SHAI-WRITE KENNEL 
OAK RIDGE:KENNELS .. 
BOB SHARP KENNELS . 


LITTLE AGRE’S KENNEL .. 


4440 WEST BENNINGTON RD. 


| GREENFIELD. 
" GRAND RIVER... 
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1OWA—Continued 
DOING BUSINESS AS 
. SIMPSON KENNEL... 


BRAVO COUNTRY KENNELS............ 
G.T. KENNELS ...........cseecseecedee 
CHARESTA’S KENNEL............. 


42ZAC 
422K 
42HQ 
42QAA 
42QAF 
42UZ 
42KG 
42XN 
42TAA 
_ 42YF 
42WAG 
42T™N 
42CD 
42xR 
42VAL 
42GK 
42XAW 
42VAl 
42EAV 
42SAL 
42LAF 
42MAJ 
42SAF 
42SAE 
42KAT 
42PAU 
420Z 
42BV 
42LAQ 
42VAT 
42JM 


; 


e 8558 


YARRINGTON'S KENNELS. 
WINDY ACRES KENNELS... 


ABEL, A & M............. oi camvsevoessvoenseonsee 
ACKERMAN, G & B. . FALL LEAF GOAT & FUR FARM........ 
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KANSAS—Continued 
DOING BUSINESS AS 


ASPINWALL'S DOG KENNEL 
AURAND’S KENNEL... 
C & J KENNELS... 


BARCLAY’S KENNELS 
BUSY B KENNEL 
DELTA KENNELS 


R&R KENNELS... 


BEAVER, N & DAY, SL... WOODWIND KENNELS 


SUNNYSIDE KENNELS 


BECKERS RABBITRY .. 


SABAKI SEVERA KENNEL.. 


LAKEVIEW KENNELS... 


BOLAND KENNEL 
BOLDT KENNELS. 


BOYDS KENNELS 


907 EAST THIRD 
VAIL KENNEL, INC. .. 2220 VAIL ST... 
MEADOW WINDS KENNELS... 
BREAK-R-DA KENNELS 


YATES CENTER... 
STERLING .... 
JUNCTION CITY .. 
GARFIELD .... 


VALLEY FALLS 
WELLSVILLE .... 


. WHITING... 


HOWARD... 
CHANUTE. 
LARNED.... 
VALLEY FALLS 


INDEPENDENCE.. 
WAMEGO... 
CHANUTE. 
EFFINGHAM . 


ST GEORGE.. 
HAVENSVILLE... 
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LICENSE ADDRESS 
NUMBER 
48AF67 aap —— 4 
48BC ian 4 -- AT 2 BOX 13... 
48AH26 ios .. 5707 S SENECA..... 
48AW67 
48AS79 
48AA40 
48AX41 
48AZ85 
48AD14 
48AM90 
48AR51 
48AX06 
48AG66 
48AX88 
48AI75 BURDICK, R & 
48AZ79 BURTON, J L..... 
48BA20 
48AF54 
48AR21 
48AS63 
48BA01 
48AL58 
48Al12 . ese 
48AH27 = - - 
48AD01 
48AY64 
48AP44 
48AZ95 
48AX52 
48AT21 


~. R1BOX 145... 
"RR. 2 BOX 7. 
418 N3RD.. 


CLOUSTON KENNELS... 


CAMDEN KENNELS... 


N, R. 
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.. AGENDA 
. CLYDE... 
BAILEYVILLE. 


. RT2B0xK 111. 
DITMARS' KENNELS. . RT 2 BOX 168. 
R&R KENNELS. . RT 1 BOX 76... 
DONALS' HILLTOP KENNELS . RT. 4 BOX 178 


DORSEYS PERSIANS.. 
ARDEE KENNELS..... 
ELK CREEK KENNELS 


DUNCAN'S KENNELS.. . 
SPORTSMAN KENNEL . RT. 2 BOX 128A... 
. 2540 SE 32ND ST. 
RT 2. BOX 276 


RT 1 BOX 73-A 
RT 1 BOX 146. 
B & R KENNEL.. 
DAYBREAK KENNEL 


FAIRVIEW KENNELS 
ANNAROSA KENNEL 
JERRYS KENNELS... 

. LJ KENNELS 
EL CLOUD KENNEL . 
INGLESTONE KENNEL 


. JE-MIJAC KENNELS 


BON-A-KINGS KENNEL 


FREIDENBERGER KENNELS. 
STARBOND ACRES... 


RT 1 BOX 148.. 
RT 4... 
RT 1... 
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RT 4 BOX 215... 
206 N GROVE .. 
FALL VIEW KENNEL 


901 HENRY ST. 
R 3 BOX 73... 


HINDERER’S KENNELS RT 1 BOX 144... 
AR 2 BOX 108... 


RO MAR KENNELS... 
ESTES GATE KENNEL. 
S&S KENNEL 


’ HAVEN HILL KENNEL 
. JU-JA’S KENNELS. 


RR 1 BOX 57... 
10515 LORI LN. 
PO BOX 1014... 


LAZY-J KENNE 


. TWA CATTERY 
HILL TOP KENNELS.. 


’ KENNY'S KENNELS 
BLUE HILL KENNE! 


KELLY, GL & 
KIEFFER, J... 





KILLOREN KENNELS... 
KINGERY KIDS KENNE! 

. JO-GLEN KENNELS ...... 
L4&'™ KENNEL... is 
KINNAMON'S KENNELS . 


BETKEN KENNELS .. 
KLINKER RABBIT TREE. 
SHADY OAKS KENNEL 


ROSNOX KENNELS 
KNOX'S COUNTRY KENNELS 


R-VEE KENNEL... 
BUNNY'S COUNTRY KENNEL 


5635 S VANDALE 
RT 1 BOX 59..... 


BILL & DEANNA CAVY'S.. 
COUNTRY ACRES KENNELS... 





LICENSE ADDRESS 
NUMBER 
48AT46 ° - wm 2 BOX 91C.. 
48A132 . 
48AP50 
48AC50O 
48AW53 
48AZ65 
48AG13 
48AZ96 
48AD38 
48AX75 
48AL81 
48AX36 
48AX81 
48AV32 . 
48AY04 .. CAR-MIL KENNEL.. 
48AX61 .. CEDARCREST KENNEL . 
48A183 .. ... MILLS KENNELS...... 
48AB78 soe 
48AZ41 MILLS KENNEL 
48AC93 
48AN62 
48AN12 
48AR54 
48AF56 
48BB77 
48AW71 
48BA91 
48AQ84 
48AJ19 
48AV94 
48AA104 ° 
48AX67 . RT. 1 BOX 101 
48AB58 oe " 
48AA135 — 
48BA61 coe RT. 1 BOX 186 .......... 


48AY79 - BOX 4........ 
48A195 BOX 153... 
48BB06 
48AA155 
48BB76 
48AL71 
48AA109 
48AD02 
48AA85 
48AT86 
48A168 
48AX49 
48AY89 
48AY91 
48AW24 
48AZ13 
48AV23 
48AZ57 
48AN53 
48AY70 
48AA111 
48AX79 OETINGER, R.. 
48AX74 OGLE, D&P.. 
48AZ58 
48AC28 
48AZ46 
48AA94 
48AK69 
48AB40 
48AK44 
48AR49 
48AS18 PALENSKE, R & T.. 
48AM56 PALMER, G.. 
48AT23 PALMER, K.. 
48AF32 PALMQUIST, L & L. PALMRIDGE FARM KENNEL. 
48AY12 PARRETT,R &M PARRETTS KENNEL... 
48AV31 PATTERSON B & JESSE! . B & R KENNEL... 
48AQ15 
48AZ42 CRITTER CLINIC 
48AS88 PETERS KENNEL . 
48A197 
48AR31 
48AA44 PHILLIPS, C & E.. HAPPY HOLLOW KENNEL... 
48AY84 PILKINGTON, DP one 
48AY26 PITMAN, RL. 
48BA19 PITZER, WJ.. PITZERS KENNELS.. 
48AW10 PLATTNER, 
48AA69 
48AX98 POOL, 
48BA15 
48AZ28 
48AZ53 B J KENNELS 
48AJ12 — .. CEDAR CREEK KENNEL. 





ADDRESS 


SS en 


BBO BG FAT nnn ccerncnccansccncnesesecnrcconceene 
1131 N KANSAS AVE... 

1135.N KANSAS AVE... ..-ncoesees = 
R 2B0X 270-D. sonseomneniecsonasesess 
RURAL ROUTE. eeasinreonensasasescessessanasensenen 


’ CEEMAR KENNEL... 
ROWLAND, S & J | eh ta PE aces ie 
RUDOLPH, D...... oe ees 


OTE RR 
jetta inna acthecemeccetan 
one: nena en 
a2. 
gee neencintieetinmerseine 


2 ‘SO. PERSHING . sansencenstensenssussenseansennass 
FE A iesciceencsciecenittenerasentnmnsiitiainn 
ED I cpnsensecssemsentnsempnengeitianstioans 


R1B0X166C______.. 
RT 2 BOX 212 ; 


JARL'S KENNELS... ae 
WHEATLAND COLLIE FARM... 
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SPITTLES, LM... . SPITTLE ss 
SPRESSER, A& . SPRESSER KENNELS 
STACKLEY, E & P . HOSTA’S KENNEL... 
STALLBAUMER, J . 


STEINBERGER, 
STEINLAGE, F... 
STEINLAGE, M 
STELLWAGEN, L &B.. 


STEPHENS KENNELS 


SYNOGROUND, RA & C 
TAYLOR, IL & EA. 
TEAGARDEN, F & S. LAKESIDE ACRES KENNELS 


THIEME, L... 
THIEME, M.. 


HILLSIDE KENNEL . 
TINKLIN DOG KENNEL INC.. 
TNT KENNELS .... 

LARRY’S PERSIAN’S. 

T 3 KENNELS 


COUNTRY GIRL KENNEL .. 


TROUTMAN’S KENNELS... 
TUCKER ST BERNARD FARM.. 


VESTAL, K & S.. 
VINSONHALER, B 


WEBSTER’S KENNEL R 2 BOX 102... 
DOG PATCH KENNELS.. RR 2 BOX 52. 
WEIDENHAFT, L R... onep 
48BB59 WELLCOME RESEARCH LAB. 
48AW92 . AT 2..... 
48AA127 . .E.W.. AR 2.... 
48AX23 
48AT26 
48BC15 4209 SOUTH ELLIS.. 
48AW83 , DJ. 316 N. CEDAR... 
48AC98 
48A173 
48AZ62 
48AS35 WILLIAMS, E & 1... 





ROBINSON, R... 


WAYCOTT, SR NE ...... 


D&L KENNELS .. 


WRAY’S KENNELS... 
WRIGHT-WAY KENNELS 


" KKANDY KANE KENNELS... 


KENTUCKY 
DOING BUSINESS AS ADDRESS 
RT 5 BOX 109..... 


W KY RABBIT AND WORM RANCH... 


_ '$&S RES ANIMALS, HILLTOP 


KENNELS. 
SHARON'S HOUSE OF PETS. 


LOUISIANA 
DOING BUSINESS AS 
BAILEY’S KENNEL 


. HIDE-A-WAY RABBITRY...... 


WALTHAM ROAD 
130 FALVEY ST.. 
5 SAYWARD ST... 


. BUXTON ROAD.... 


B & HRABBITRY... 13700 TRAVILAH RD .. 
GRIFFITHS KENNEL. RT 3 BOX 510 


13312 LAUREL BOWIE RD 


13019 CATOCTIN FURNACE RD....... 
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MASSACHUSETTS 


. BROADWAY PETS 
ARMSTRONGS ANIMALS 
BIRDLAND AVIARY .. 


ALEXION, A 
ARMSTRONG, J . 


ARI/BREEDING LAB. 
LITTLE CRITTERS 
CAMBRIDGE DIAGNOSTIC, INC.. 
CHARLES RIVER BREEDING 
LABORATORIES, INC. 
CONNECTICUT VALLEY BIOLOGICAL 
SUPPLY COMPANY, INC. 
DUSSEAULT, J & T.... 
ELM HILL BREEDING LAB... 
EXOTIC FISH & PET WORLD, INC... 
FAY JR, AL 
FERRIS, PG. 
FINCH, AC... 
FITZGERALD, E.. 
GAULITZ, DE 


TUCKER, F & WOODFORD, E J co 
TUFTS-NEW ENGLAND MED CTR INC.... 
TUMBLEBROOK FARM, INC... 
WHIGHAM, D & A 


MICHIGAN 


ALBER, H 
ANN ARBOR BIOLOGICAL CENTER, INC 


BRIEL, J H...... 
COBB, H&L 
COOPER, EJ. 
CUNNINGHAM, C 


WONDERLAND PET CENTER 
COBBS COUNTRY KENNEL 


. OAKRIDGE KENNELS... 
DAYS RABBIT FARM... 
PARADISE COVE ANIMALS.... 
DETTMERS BUNNY PATCH 


DESHONE, J M.... 
DETTMER, DJ.. 
DIXON, D... 
EWERT, M 
HODGINS, F. 


EWERT ENTERPRISES... 
HODGINS KENNEL. 


INTERNATIONAL ANIMAL EXCHANGE, 
INC. 


INTERNATIONAL RESEARCH & 
DEVELOPMENT CORP.. 

KAMPFERT, WR 

LABORATORY RESEARCH 
ENTERPRISES, INC. 

LANGSHAW, N & D. 

LANNOO, B... 

LEMPICKI, L.. 

MARTIN, R..... 

Mi DEPT OF PUBLIC HEALTH. 


LU-LIN’S TITI'S 
HOUSE OF PETS NO. 2... 


MEADOWBROOK FARMS & CO 
. PUPPY PRIDE KENNELS. 
AUTUMN KENNELS 


BILL'S MAGIC & EXOTIC ANIMALS .. 


BUR OF DIS CONTROL & LAB SER. 
MISSLER AND SONS SPORTLAND.. 


. 9 COMMERCIAL AVE. 


200 FIRST STREET... 


; 359 ALLSTON STREET ..... 


1765 BAY ST 


- 7IELMST....... 
. 49 RUSSELL STREET 


11 RAYMOND RD... 


; 483 N. MAIN ST. .. 
. 93 LEONARD ST. 
. 834 KING PHILIP S 


154 PINE ST... 


| ONE DIX ST. 
" 21. JAMES ST. 


908 HANCOCK ST.. 
171 HARRISON AVE.. 


WAITE CORNER RD.. 


ADDRESS 
RR 4 3655 W. ELLSWORTH RD. 


3865 N PILLON AD.... 


. 3160 E HOUGHTON LAI 
. 2345 CLARK ROAD 
. 4140 S. DIVISION. 


12595 BUDD RD. 


415 N. GROVER RD 


7688 N SHERIDAN RD .. 


5150 HIGHLAND RD.. 7" 
3500 N LOGAN ST PO BOX 30035 ... 


4726 WHEELER RAD... 


« +6889 VERMONTVILLE HWY .. 


" SHAGGY ACRES 


TERPENING, J. 
ULRICH, ME 

WALLACE, KD.. 
WILLIAMS, J. 
WOLVERTON, INC. . 
WOUDENBERG, RJ&AL. 


. CHERI-HILL KENNEL & SUPPLY 
OAKHILL RABBIT RANCH........ 


wow! 5 
R & R RESEARCH... 


2224 S ENNIS RD... 


8140 DUNN RD 
RT. 1 BOX 467... 


7575 EAST HERBISON - 
16020 LOWELL RD BOX 13098......... 
19256 W KENDAVILLE AD................ - 





LICENSE 
NUMBER 
41A195 
41874 
41A198 
41AF 
418100 
41A124 
41A197 
41B42 
41A143 
41A178 
41A141 
41A51 
41B63 
41896 
41824 
41A184 
41B67 
41B8 
41B110 
41A176 
41A31 
41A166 
41A174 
41B64 
41B56 
41A194 
4184 
41B115 


41879- 


41A187 
41A167 
41A114 
41878 
41B107 
41A182 
41A29 
41AE 
41B104 
41B87 
41B113 
41A125 
416108 
41841 
41A179 
41A191 
41A175 
41A147 
41B55 
41A177 
41A98 
41A41 
#1A172 
41A189 
41895 
41893 
41A164 
41890 
41B116 
41A185 
41A145 
41A83 
41B27 
41Ai11 
41B96 
41A186 
41A121 
41873 
41B16 
41B52 
41819 
418105 
41A192 
41A180 
41B114 
41A158 
41B35 
41B109 
41872 
41A86 
41A181 
41B103 
41B34 
41A193 
41A115 
41817 
41A136 
41A173 
41B118 
41B92 
41A156 


" HUNTER’S MAPLE LANE KENNEL... 


PRAIRIE DOG SUPPLY CO.... 


” 40911 RADISSON RD. NE. 
| (RTE9 BOX 124 


ATE 1, BOX 207.. 
RT 2 BOX 271.... 


" R2BOX 127... 


RT. 1 BOX 219 


ST LOUIS PARK .. 


. §31-9TH ST NW " NEW BRIGHTON. 


BAT 8 eccccscsssscceenncneew 


. RT 3BOX87A. 

. RT 2 BOX 102...... 

. 606 11TH AVENUE NORTH... 
. RT. 1 BOX 147..... 
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MINNESOTA—Continued 


LICENSE 
NUMBER 
41A30 
41B47 
41B83 
41A13 
41B102 
41A17 
41B49 
418117 
41B66 
41A68 
418101 
41884 - « .- AR 3... 
41A160 Mises AT 1 BOX 121. 
41880 HIG 
41875 ease . A&W KENNELS......... 
41A70 
41A183 
41A59 


PET POURRI KENNELS...... 
. YELLOW BIRD FARM..... 


. GULF COAST BAIT & ECOLOGY 


.. HILLHAVEN KENNELS... 
. WHIPPOORILL FARM KENNELS .. 


"TRIPLE-A KENNEL. 
RIVERVIEW FARMS... 


. V&B ANIMAL SHELTER... 
PET KINGDOM .veseccesee.n. 


MISSOURI 
DOING BUSINESS AS 
NORM-AL ACRES KENNEL ....cecsceuce FAT 1 BOX SA cceeneseee 


” BAR WAN KENNELS... 
. TIMBERLINE KENNELS. 


’ BECHTOLD KENNEL... 
’ SO BIG KENNEL.. 


. BLANK’S KENNEL... 


BOSWELL, V & M.... 
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BRADSHAW, ME... 
BRAUER, E&R... 


BROWN, G.. 
BRYANT, T . 
BUCKNER, M 
BUEHLER, BJ. 


BURKHARDT, F 
BURKS, GA. 
BURKS, L.... 


BURROWS, JL 
BUSCHKOETTER, C..... 
BUSHNELL, MRS. LLOYD JR. 
BYERS, S & J 
CAMDEN, RN . 
CAMPBELL, E.. 
CAMPBELL, ME . 
CANYON, M&A 
CARENDER, H&C... 
CARTER, M ..... 
CASSIDY, F .... 

CATES SR, ME .. 
CHAMBERS, J 
CHANEY, Z. 
CHAPMAN, B.. 
CHRISTENSEN, K.. 
CHRISTENSEN, W. 


CLICKNER, C... 
CLUBINE, BM... 


DANIELS, J 
DAVENPORT, L 
DAVIS, K & R.... 
DAVIS, LH.... 
DECKER, J & 
DECKER, R&P. 
DEIERLING, IS 


MISSOUR!I—Continued 


DOING BUSINESS AS 


KENNELS. 
BRAUERVILLE KENNEL 


BRAWNER KENNEL 
BROOKS PUPPY EMPORIUM. 


ROCKING CHAIR RANCH .. 


CIRCLE C KENNELS 

V & R COUNTRY KENNELS... 
CLEM’S K-9 KENNELG............ = 
CLEVENGER COUNTRY KENNEL 


SHOW ME LAB. RABBITS... 
CONSTANT KENNEL 

~ 

COULTER KENNEL... 

TLC KENNEL... 

OAK GROVE KENNEL. 


EASTER ANIMAL FARMS 


AT 3... 
RR 2... 
RT. 1 BOX 348A... 


RR 2 BOX 20.... 
13. 

R 4... 

RT. 7 BOX 225-D .. 
RT 2 BOX 63. 

RT 1 BOX 60. 

RT 1 BOX 351.. 


R 2 BOX 186. 
RT 1 BOX 265.. 
RR 1.... 

RT 2 BO) = 
124 E HELM ST 
R 1 BOX 473. 


RT 1 

RR. ..... 

AT 1.... 

R 2 BOX 118. 


RR 2.... 

RT 1 

RR 1.... 

BOX 126. 

P.O. BOX 94.. 
RT 3 BOX 279... 
RR 5 BOX 218A 
BOX 211. 

AT 5.... 


RTE 2 BOX 175..... 
RR 1 BOX 21. 


RT 1 BOX 33... 
507 COUNTRY LANE.. 


R 2 BOX 125.. 
AT 3...; 

AT 1.... 

BOX 1B RT 1. 
BOX 127. 


RT 1 BOX 130X. 
RT 2 BOX 414 


city 


PRINCETON 


ROCKY COMFORT ... 


BIRCHTREE. 
COLE CAMP 
GREENTOP .. 
WEBB CITY. 
DUNNEGAN 
PLEASANT HILL . 
DARLINGTON . 


SPRINGFIELD . 
AMSTERDAM.. 


KEYTESVILLE . 
HURDLAND.. 
BUTLER 
MERCER... 
CHILLICOTHE . 
SEYMOUR .... 
HUMPHREY... 


GREENTOP-.. 
LANCASTER. 
LEBANON. 
FULTON.... 
PINEVILLE 
CHILLICOTHE .. 
KIRKSVILLE.. 
TRUXTON. 
TRENTON. 
MADISON.. 
ST JOSEPH .. 
TIPTON... 


CALLAO... 
SHELBYVILLE .. 
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MISSOURI—Continued 
DOING BUSINESS AS 
. H&LKENNEL. 
_ RON & BILL'S RABBITS 


. BOONDOCKS PUPPY FARM. 
. OAK GROVE KENNEL 


FIGGE, AR... 
FLAXBEARD, V & DICKENS, W 


. WHITE GATE KENNELS. 
’ CEDAR HILL KENNEL. 
DOG PATCH KENNELS... 


GIBSON, S 
GIER, BOYD. 


HICKORY RIDGE KENNELS... 


SIEGFRIED KENNELS - 
HALL’S KENNEL... 


: 


Abu 


- AT 2 BOX 163-02.. 
mn WE Bay 
. RT 1 BOX 130... 


GEETEEEE 


ge 
aa 


AT 2.... 
912 DAVIESS.. 
RR 1.... 


LL 


RR 3 BOX 249... 
RR 3.... 


g 
# 


FIRETOWER KENNELS 
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MISSOUR!I—Continued 
DOING BUSINESS AS ADDRESS 


WIL-A-WAN KENNEL. sue RT. 1 BOX 49-A 
ae RFD 2... 


JJ'S KENNEL. ” RT 1 BOX 285A. 
a ” RR. 2 BOX 158. 


ROUTE 2, BOX 152 


KENNEDY, B 
KENSLOW, C & T.. 
KERR, H & D.. 


KERSHNER KENNELS. 


KENNEL OF LOV: 


KRAMER KENNELS 
CRIPPLE CREEK RAB 


cou! os . FAT 2 BOX 231 .. NEOSHO... 
CEDARWOOD KENNEL: . PO BOX 854.... KIRKSVILLE.. 

. RT. 4 BOX 9... MOBERLY. 

TRENTON. 


QUALITY RESEARCH DOGS. 


LINKS KENNEL... 


RED BARN KENNEL... 
LUCKY CREEK KENNEL 


LURPIN, J... 
MABERRY, B.. 
MADISON, LF. 
MALEAR, R. 


MARCHETTI'S MISSOURI RIVER 
KENNELS. 


STAR J KENNELS 
SHO-ME KENNELS.. 
OAK CREEK KENNEL. 


MIDWEST PETS... . 1527 GRAUD.. 
VALLEY VIEW KE | STAR RT. BOX 
D & J KENNELS... 


LTD KENNELS.. . FR 3 BOX 178A. 
MCVEIGN BROTHERS . RFR 3 BOX 178A. 
BOONSLICK ENTERPRISES... .. 610 SPRUCE... 
PERDOT ACRES... 


HICKORY HILL SHEPHERDS 
MILLWOOD KENNELS 
921 E ROGERS. 
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gage & 


§ 
8 


NEED’S BLUE HAVEN KENNELS... 
FOX RIVER KENNELS. 


RR 1 BOX 3. 
4242 SHAWNE! 


« — RT 5 BOX 186. 
.. KRAGELUND KENNEL os 
.. OSBORN 'S KENNEL... 
. OSHNER’S KENNEL .... 
'S SWEET WATER. 


GREER SUREESERERESEEROGGEEE 


RR 1... 
RR 2 BOX 152. 
RR 2 BOX 152A 


PRICE, P..... 

PUPPY PALACE ENTERPRISES, INC. 

PURDUN, D & V.... -_ 
PURTELL'S DOUBLE J KENNEL........ 

PUTTHOFF KENNELS. exannoenseensse 


REDFAIRN, R & 
REDMAN, JR., R.. 


RICHARDSON, 
RIDER, W & L... 
RILEY, G &C = 
RILEY, LC... RILEY’S HILLTOP KENNELS 
ROBERSON, R. 
ROBERTS, JC. ROBERTS GROOMING. 
ROBERTS, K.... w ave 
ROBINSON, B.. . RT3 BOX 271.. 
ROGERS, P D.. ROUTE 5 BOX 175. 
D-WAH HU KENNEL.. RT. 3 BOX 118 DDD 
. ROMINE FARMS.... AT 2... 
J & B KENNELS 
. RUDHOFF’S KENNEL 
SHADY OAKS KENNEL 


METTOVILLE KENNEL. 
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MISSOURI—Continued 
DOING BUSINESS AS 


SHAEFER, J... 


RT 2 BOX 131 

. RR 1 BOX 60... 

. RR 2 BOX 85 
P.O. BOX 14A RT 2 
RT 1 BOX 124 


LYNN-DEE-LOU KENNELS 
FLYING ACRES KENNELS. 


BERRY HILL KENNEL. 


HI-VALLEY KENNEL... 
STILLS ROLLING ACRE 


RT 2 BOX §7..... 
304 WEST HARRIS STREET 


GOLDEN RULE KENNEL. 


WAIT’S KENNELS. 
WALLENBURN RABBITRY.. 


R1 BOX 375. 
RT 2 BOX 215. 
ROUTE 3 BOX 190 


SUNNY ACRES PONY FARM & 
KENNELS. 
WILLIAMS LITTLE ACRE KENNEL .... 


WOOD KENNELS.. 





LICENSE 
NUMBER 

47AB42 
47AC77 
47AC96 
47AD07 
47AC60 
47AB32 
47AD10 

47A98 
47AC97 
47AD44 

47B29 
47AC86 
47AB74 
47AC04 
47A046 
47AC35 
47AB30 
47AD22 

47A84 

47A92 
47AD21 
47AC69 
47AD12 
47AD27 
47AB66 

47A88 

47A99 
47AC92 

47A17 

47B20 
47AB63 

47A72 
47AC44 

47A53 
47AC70 

47A86 
47AD42 
47AD36 

47A44 

47A41 
47AC18 
47AC06 
47AD16 
47AD49 
47AC26 
47AC76 
47AD17 
47AB64 
47AD48 

47A81 
47AC11 

47839 
47AC22 
47AC88 

47A71 
47AB46 
47AD15 
47A034 
47AD45 
47A050 
47AB96 
47AC89 
47AD020 
47AC25 
47AC01 
47AB93 

47831 


47A80" 


47AC99 

47B36 
47AB17 
47AD02 
47AD43 
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YOUNG, HO. 
ZUSPANN, V.... 


CORBETT, P &C...... 
FREMAN, N & M 
RIB! IMMUNOCHEM RESEARCH, INC. 


ROSECRANS, RC 


ANDERSON, GP & SR... 
ANDERSON, S & D 
ANGELL, D & D... 


BEMIS, J.... 
BENNETT, C&S 


DREESSEN, M. 
DUENSING, LJ. 
DURST, GD & LJ. 
DVORAK, G&c. 
ECKSTEIN, LJ.. 


FELLERS, T &C.. 
FERGUSON, L&P. 
FETT,D& 

FILIPI, E. 
FLEISCHER, 
FOCKEN, D & B 
FRITZ, MK. 

FRITZ, O... 
FULLER, D & L. 
GIITTINGER, W & K 
GILL, K & J 
GORACKE, 
GRUNTORAD, E.. 
GRUNTORAD, R & 


JANOUSEK, D.. 


MISSOUR!I—Continued 


DOING BUSINESS AS 


NEBRASKA 
DOING BUSINESS AS 


HIGHLAND FARMS 
SUN SHINE KENNEL 


BAR 20 KENNELS 


BREEDEN’S KENNELS 
DUN ROAMIN KENNELS.. 
BROSCH'S KENNELS.. 
BRUNING KENNELS... 


’ CARLSON'S CANINES. 


DIXY PALS KENNEL. 
ROCK RIDGE KENNEL 
INDIAN CREEK KENNE 


. TRIPLE D FARMS. 


HILLTOP KENNELS... 


”. YORKSHIER MANOR 


DREESSEN KENNELS. 


SOUTH STREET KENNELS 


. COUNTRY CLUB KENNEL. 


IDLE ACRES KENNELS 
RIVERVIEW KENNELS. 
DIS ’N DAT KENNELS. 


VALLEY VIEW KENNELS 
HAAKE KENNELS. 


”. ZOOLAND KENNEL 
. GOLDEN ROD KENNELS 


HARRINGTON'S KENNELS 
RED BARN KENNELS.. 


HERR'S KENNEL... 


. AMMPET KENNELS . 


RT 62 BOX 3205. 
RT 1 BOX 1836... 


PO BOX 1409/ANIMAL PROD. 


RT. 1 BOX 17... 
RT 2 BOX 59... 
RT 1 BOX 111. 


RT 2 BOX 113. 
RT 3 BOX 175. 
RT 2 BOX 121. 
RT 1 BOX 199. 


RT 1, BOX 140 

RR 1 BOX 147..... 
GENERAL DELIVERY. 
ROUTE 3 BOX 182A 
421 WEST 6TH ST.. 


FAIRBURY . 
OXFORD... 





RT 1 BOX 182 
os .. 10402 NORTH 156TH ST.. 
. CIRCLE J KENNEL ... CIRCLE J KENNEL 


. TAMARISK KENNEL.. 


RT 2 BOX 59. 
. 2521 HANSCOM BLVD. . 


BAR-JO PRARIE VIEW KENNEL...... 


’ RR 1 BOX 111. 
RR 1 BOX 110. 
914 S OTH... 


47AC71 
47AC5S6 
47A12 
47AC45 
47AB92 
47AD32 
47AD13 
47837 
47AC64 
47AC47 a 
47AD05 .. PUPPY LUV KENNEL. 
47AC66 . 
47AB09 
47AC78 seetinoee ~ 
47AD39 RIVERSIDE KENNELS ... 
47AD23 a WHITE'S K-9 KENNELS. as 
47AD28 i “ RT. 1 BOX 18... 
47AB53 : - «“ .. 2106 KEENE DR. 
47AD11 a . . NORTH STAR AT... 
47AC72 WORTHINGTON, EK... 
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ALLISON, H 
AVIS, ALLEN... 


BARTON'S WEST END FARMS INC... 


BIO/DYNAMICS, INC. .........+-00+« 
BIOLOGICAL SYSTEMS INC 
BRUNDA, P & M 

CAMDEN COUNTY COLLE' 


CAMM RESEARCH INSTITUTE, INC... 


MUNSTER, J... 
NABISCO, INC..... 


SCHERING CORP.. 
SILVERMAN, IL... 
THE REPTILE PLA\ 
TINBERGEN, K 


ZUCCA'S HAMSTERY, INC... 


BELL, G&J 
CAPSHAW, MRS. O K. 
CORGAN, D&S 
FERGUSON, O & J. 
KERNS, R.. 

MC CALLISTE 5 
RABBIT RANCHES, INC 
RUEBUSH, OL. 


NEBRASKA—Continued 


sy ZIMMERMAN KENNELS... 


NEVADA 


6O GARLAND RD. .........0.-.se-scveesneeeeneeene 


. . MEADOWLARK LANE PO BOX 72.... 


ROSIE'S PIGGIES & PETS 


NEW JERSEY 
DOING BUSINESS AS 


. BREEDER’S CHOICE KENNELS....... 


” SOMERSET BREEDING LABS. 
"ALLENDALE AVIARIES....... 


¥ SUMMIT VIEW FAR 
. HILLDALE FARMS 


NEW MEXICO 
DOING BUSINESS AS 
GARY BELL'S RABBIT RANCH 


.. CAPSHAW ENTERPRISES... 
. CORGAN’S RABBITRY 

.. MAGIC GARDENS OF TULAROSA.... 
.. *AIR-VIEW RABBITRY . 
. MAC'S MINI FARM. 


.. P.O. BOX 398 HUBBARD RD. 
. RT 3 BOX 422. 


HEMLOCK RD RTE 46. 


.. BOX 70 SWEDESBORO 
. RD 1 BOX 391... 


” BOX 950, RD NO. 1 DUTCH MILL R.. 


1541 S ALLEN AVE PO BOX 507... 


. STAR RT. BOX 36.. 


113 MESA VISTA 


: RT. 2 BOX 294 


PO BOX 1227...... 


. BOX 11 NORTH RAT. 
. 8705 CENTRAL AVE. 
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NEW YORK 
DOING BUSINESS AS city 


AGWAY TECHNICAL CENTER. 


BOX 376A COUNTY RD 11 
. 6774 CICERO-BRIDGEPORT RAD. ...... 
vn . TONAGLE AVE... — 
BUCKBERG LAB ANIMALS INC cossee ae . FREEHILL RD.. 
CATSKILL WILD ANIMAL SUPPLY, INC ... . RDO 1 BOX 92... 
CORNELL UNIVERSITY. / i . 124 DAY HALL.... 
* . BOX 200 TUNNEL 


MARKS, K & E 

MARSHALL RESEARCH ANIMALS INC.... 
MERZACTO, M J .n..ecsseeeesseressnerennnnenennnnsen _ 
MILLSTONE FARMS CORP.. ; 


. LITTLE LOVE TOYS & THINGS. 
. SCHMIDT'S RABBITRY... 


wee PO BOX 15 verse 
. PO BOX 114..... 


MAGADA PINES KENNEL...... 


AB een 
CORAL SEAS AGUARIU & PET SHOP. 
CRAWFORD, R 


RT 1 BOX 185 BB.... 
4615 REEDY CREEK 


RT 2 BOX 187... 
RT 4 BOX 315... 


| RT. 2B0X 519......... 
" RT 2 BOX 158... 
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SOUTHEASTERN LABORATORY 
ANIMAL FARM INC, 

SUMMERLIN, S.. 

TAYLOR, E & M. 

THOMPSON, N J 

VERHAEGHE, M.... 


BEAVER, A & D 
BRYANT, E. 


JORGENSON, S & 
LANDSEM, H & L... 
MICHAUX, A... 


LICENSE 
NUMBER 
31A418 
31A83 BAILEY, ZE. 
31A38 BAKER, F..... 
31B1 
31A277 BROXTERMAN, JA 
31B260 BURRIER, D&L... 
31B98 
31A373 
31B424 
31B346 
31B377 
31A299 
31A230 
31B413 
31B326 
31B96 
31B186 
31B242 
31A411 FERRY, D & J AND RILEY, D.. 
31B170 FORTUNATO, DD.. 
31B382 
31B358 
31A303 
31A140 
31A369 
31A149 
31A46 
31A323 
31A339 
31A419 
31B32 
31B100 
31A400 
31A150 
31B405 
31B181 
31B371 
31A420 
31A401 
31A412 
31A24 
31B426 
31B364 
31B330 
31A399 
31A395 
31B396 
31B328 MILLIKEN, G &N 
31A300 MODEN, R&M.. 
31B415 


31B393 
31B335 
31A409 


NORTH CAROLINA—Continued 


DOING BUSINESS AS 
ROCK REST RABBITRY.... 


PINEVIEW KENNELS . 
TARHEEL CATTERY .. 
CAROLINA KENNELS 
BUSH HILL RABBITRY 


NORTH DAKOTA 
DOING BUSINESS AS 


BEAVERS COUNTRYSIDE 
KENNELS. 


SIRIUS KENNELS... 
HIATT’S BORDER KENNELS. 
DAKOTA KENNELS 


DAKOTA PRAIRIE KENNEL... 
COUNTRY ROADS KENNEL. 


PRARIE VIEW KENNELS 
CENTRAL DAKOTA KENNELS. 


. C-BAR-H CATTERY.... 


OHIO 
DOING BUSINESS AS 


GOTA-FRISCO FARMS... 


ADDRESS 
5029 TRAIL RIDGE DR... 


. RT 1 BOX 246 


603 GREENVILLE HWY 
1420 NORTH FORD RAD. 
RT 2 BOX 164B. 


.. _RT2BOX 120... 
. RT #1 BOX 60E 


RT 1 BOX 210A. 


ADDRESS 


RR 1 BOX 208 


. 2106 US 68 SOUTH. 


. 8317 SR 28. 


KISER LAKE KENNELS. 


”. 4214 ZAGAR DR 


R 1.... 


. 4257 


541 ROAD 1041..... 
25649 WESTWOOD. 


” 9315 SA. 28 AT 1. 


OHIO PET.. 
FINS, FEATHERS & FURRY THI 


LITTLE ACRES KENNEL 
NORTHERN OHIO RABBITRY 


4578 C.R. 51 


. 2384 W. BROAD 


3065 GRAHAM RD. ... 


19009 GRILL AD... 

264 BRANDTSON AVE. 
10750 W VERSAILLES Ri 
16146 ROCK CREEK RD... 
752 HORNING RD 


. ROUTE 2 BOX 285 
” 4016 MAYFIELD RD.. 


’ TWO LAKES CRITTERS. 


LAWTON’S LOPITRY .. 


RERESGEGGERSS 50085 


§ 
8 


£ 
8 
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LICENSE 
NUMBER 
31A315 
31A259 
318325 
31A378 
31A151 
31A266 
318228 
318376 
S1A416 
318142 
31A343 
318425 
318406 soe CLAY KNOLL KENNEL 7495 ST. RT. 187 
31A269 5 ~ 2951 FROST RD.. 
31A427 by I , STAR RT. BOX 44 .. 
31B4 , AW... LABORATORY ANIMALS...... oo 
31A220 , M.... .. MIKE'S RABBITRY MIKES PET 


31A120 

31A414 

31B287 

31A385 

31B422 

31A291 

31A410 

31B388 — 

31A370 .. MAR-KAY KENNELS 
31B52 WENTE, .. BERT’S PET CT..... 
31B344 

318180 

31A347 

31B255 

31B374 

31A236 ZIMMERLY, L... 


ADDRESS 
RT 3 BOX 444. 


. JODY’S POODLE PARLOR . 
G & C KENNEL... 


RR 1 BOX 199.. 
RT 2 BOX 445... 


BULLOCK’S HILLTOP KENNE 
WAYNE BURGESS KENNEL 


RT 1 BOX 317.. 

RT 1 BOX 248... 

159 WAX WOOD... 
CALDWELLS ROUND MTN. 


KENNEL. 
. WOODCREST KENNEL 


DEFOOR, NP & GN. 


DEXTER, MJ & ROUNTREE, H. - 
DOUGLAS, W RT 2 BOX 13 SUNNYSIDE ACRES... 
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LICENSE NAME 
NUMBER 
73AA190 
“T3AA221 
73AA193 
73AA160 
73AA36 
73AA280 
73AA339 
73AA321 


T3AA232 


HEREFORD M & HEATHERLY F... 
HESS, S..... 
HICKS, J.... 


738T 
T3AA204 
738F 
T3AA47 
73BN 
73AA341 
73AA261 
73AA303 
73AA293 
73AA337 
73AA315 
73AA76 - " 214 WEST STONEWALL 
738i Sanesiaion . .. 5619 N WESTERN 
73AA2B2 . 
73AA349 
73AA278 
73AA335 
73AA73 
7T3AA129 
73AA322 
73AA312 
7380 
73AA276 
T3AA356 
7T3AA242 
73BW 
73AA347 .D. 
73AA218 S.... . MOODY'S BERRYHILL KENNEL. 
73AA241 woe 1005 N. OKLAHOMA... 
73AA340 STAR AT. 1 BOX 1278 
73AA08 
T3AA174 
73AA75 
73AA354 
73AA286 
73AA251 
73AA358 
73BB 
73CB 
73AA147 
73AQ 





Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 32 / Wednesday, February 17, 1982 / Notices 


OKLAHOMA—Continued 


NAME DOING BUSINESS AS ZIP CODE 


73AA316 
73AA287 
73AA300 
73AA361 
73AA275 
73AA148 
73AA330 
73AA170 
73BL 
73AA257 
73C1 
73BE 
73CD 
73AA310 
73AA364 
73AA363 
73BY 
73AA209 
73AA307 
73AA291 
73AA89 
73AA16 
73AA187 
73AA222 
73AA308 
73AA328 
73AA294 
73AA333 
73AA355 
73AA313 


LICENSE 

NUMBER 
92A48 
92A114 
92A28 
92821 
92A71 
92A147 
92831 
92A124 
92A128 
92A140 
92A166 
92879 
92827 
92A174 


92A82 
92A168 
92A5 
92A26 
92A52 
92A165 
92A155 
92A33 
92B85 
92A144 
92A146 
92B44 
92A130 
92A160 
92A7 
92A169 
92B84 
92A170 
92A133 
92B50 
92A38 


ROBERTS, R & O.... 
ROBERTS, S&S... 
ROBINSON, R & I 
ROSS, T & W.... 
SARTIN, RD... 
SCHAEFER, J... 
SCHMIDT, F,P&S. 
SCHROEDER, P... 
SCHWEITZER, E.. 
SELF, J&L 
SHEPHERD, B.. 


STILES, L & J... 
THOMAS, B.. 


TUCKER, MRS. L.. 
U.S. AQUATICS 


WAGNER, L J 
WALKER, E L 


WEBSTER, EM... 
WEEKS, FF... 
WICKHAM, W 
WILLIAMS, C 
WILLYARD, B & 
WILSEY, C 
WISHARD, M. 
WOMACK, B.. 
WOODARD, M... 
WRIGHT, H & D.... 


ADNEY, RR 
ANDERSON, G.. 


BAILEY, JL & PK... 
BARROWCLIFF, ER . 
BLOMQUIST, G..... 


BROWNING, J... 
BUCKHAULTS, M. 
BUCKLEY, R & P.. 
CAMPBELL, S.... 
CHILDERS, J & F 


FITHIAN, LE . 
FLEGAL, J... 


HANNEMAN, MIKI 


HARTLEY, R.. 
HERTEL, V & 
HICKEY, JW... 


STATE LINE KENNEL ... 
ROWDY-O-KENNEL... 


STAMPS DACHSHUND KENNEL 
PRAIRIE BELL KENNELS 
BONNIE THOMAS KENNELS .. 


’ CALAMITY KENNELS... 


THOMAS HILLTOP KENNELS .. 
GREEN COUNTRY KENNELS. 


"OAK RIDGE KENNELS. 


. CLARA'S KENNELS 


POOR BOY KENNEL.. 


OREGON 
DOING BUSINESS AS 


BAILEY ENTERPRISES.. 


BEAU COEUR KENNEL. 


PET AND POND 


UMPQUA KENNELS... 
MEE JAE KENNELS 
SA 


LONE PINE KENNELS 
CHERRY HILL KENNEL. 


SAUSAGE STABLES... 


HYDRIAS DEN 
RINGO ROCK RANCH 
VANHER RABBITRY. 


ROXIE-ROGUE KENNEL ... 


ROUTE 2 BOX 16 
RT. 1 BOX 107J.... 


RT 1 BOX 256.. 
RR 5... 

631 SOUTH 9TH... 
RT 2 BOX 70. 

RT 1 BOX 403B..... 


STAR ROUTE SOUTH BOX 114D. 


RT 2 BOX 1054... 


ROUTE 1 BOX 54 
RT 1 BOX 334... 
RT 3 BOX 178... 
RT 2 BOX 351.. 
RT 3 BOX 165.. 
RT #1 BOX 88A 
RT 1 BOX 109-C... 
ROUTE 4 BOX 47 
RT 2 BOX 117... 


RT 3 BOX 570 


| 416 BETTY L 


RT 2 BOX 71. 
2550 W-1-40... 
3031 SW 14TH... 


RT 2 BOX 719 
RT. 5 BOX 92C.. 
304 S.E. 2ND. 


STAR RT. BOX 13B.. 
RR 1.... 

RT 2 BOX . 
ROUTE 1 BOX 42. 
1100 INDUSTRIAL 


RT 1 BOX 490 
BOX 215 


89469 FIR BUTTE RAD... 
39141 GOLDEN VALLEY DR. 
4716 HWY. 238. 

RT. 1 BOX 528... 

1227 RIFLE RAN 

5540 E BURNSIDE ST. 

6331 VENTURA LANE . 

1695 QUEENS BR. RD. 


1015 NE KLAMATH AVE . 

14405 SW PACIFIC HWY. 

19700 SO. END RD 

1766 BROWNSBORO-MERIDIAN 
RD.. 

STAR RT BOX 120A 

2460 W IRWIN WAY. 

2580 KINCAID RD 

6800 RED PRARIE RD. 

2150 16TH ST........... 

333 WESTVIEW DRIV! 

1417 NE RIFLE RANGE RD 

2160 AIRPORT RD 

13345 N. APPLEGATE . 


1070 LOCKWOOD RD.. 

65815 BEND - REDMOND HWY. 
2148 N. KILLINGSWORTH ST. 
27642 S RINGO RD.. 

RT. 2 BOX 238-H .. 


3835 CRATER LAKE HWY .. 


SOUTH COFFEYVILLE . 
SEDAN ..... 


WESTVILLE 
CAMERON... 


STILLWELL... 
SAND SPRINGS... 
MORRISON .. 


HUBBARD... 
EUGENE... 
LEBANON... 
JACKSONVILLE .. 
HUBBARD... 


ROGUE RIVER..... 


" CANYONVILLE 


ROSEBURG. 


’ TIGARD... 


OREGON 
EAGLE POINT 


UMPQUA... 
EUGENE... 


Y. 


- 74960 
74432 
74072 
74072 
67361 
74369 
74352 
74059 
74301 
74701 
73843 
74017 
74352 
74352 
74423 
74965 
74932 
74474 
74008 
73801 
74361 
74959 
74859 
74070 
73945 
74361 
74955 
74955 
74012 
73110 
67950 
73108 
73108 
74346 
74017 
74801 
73448 
74022 
74361 
74002 
74965 
74347 
73842 
74361 
74960 
74063 
73061 
74028 
74084 





485 W. 12TH 
312 N. 10TH AVE.. 
4925 TIOGA WAY . 


43474 AMES CREEK DR. 
1001 BARLYNN. 
PO BOX 191...... 


11500 REDWOOD HWY PO BOX 
262. 
“RT 3 BOX 3967 B .... 
10715 SE ORIENT 


RD 1 P.O. BOX 122..... 
RD 1 BOX 329....... 


RD 1 BOX 645-8... 
RD 1 BOX 304....... 
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Seen eee ee eee ee ———_—_—_—_—_———————EE= 
PENNSYLVANIA—Continued 


” RD #3 BOX 714... 


” RD 1 PO BOX 195. 
” RD 1 BOX 143A... 


SLEEPY HOLLOW KENNELS 


720 WOODBERRY RD... 
5991 DAVIDSBURG RD. ........ssecccessssees 


» 101 OLD YORK ROAD 
FID 3 BOX 448.......csseseeene 


wwe PO BOX 139... 
. BOX 218 RD 1.. 
RR 1 BOX 1028... 


. 457 REIDMORE RD. 
P.O. BOX 316.... 


419 NEVIN ST...... 
P.O. BOX 141... 
RD 2 BOX 165.. 


. BEDMINSTER RABBITRY .. 


. RD 1 KILGORE RD... 
covsccsontaseon . RD 4 BOX 331... 
. SCIENTIFIC BREEDERS. 
SKIPPACK FARMS 
VAL & FRAN'S BUNNY 


WRIGHT'S PLOTT KENNEL... 


. AT 1 BOX 110. 
. RD 1 BOX 104.. 


GILBERTSVILLE SALES STABLES... 
. ZIMMERMAN’S KENNEL... 

~- . RD 1 BOX 219... 

. RD3 BOX 35 

. R1BOX 249. 
we 1 BOX 249 


PUERTO RICO 


. CALLE LA TORRE BLQ-EE NO. 18... 
. JUAN PENA REYES ST. 820 VILLA... 
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PONCE DE LEON 1501 STOP 22... 
.. PINERO AVE #288 HYDE PARK........ 
. MAYAQUEZ ST NO 42... 

P.O. BOX 29821 65TH INF. STA... 
0. PRP EI BF Po eeecsirearnemrementiinimniees wr 

CALLE FERNANDO G. LEDESMA 

NO6. 


ST. 23 BL N7, ALTURAS DE FLAM . 
BARRIO SANTANA, BUZON 101-A _. 

. CALLE 39 VV 15 BONNEVILLE HEIG 
PO BOX 1951 HATO REY STA... 
BARGAIN TWN BLDG L #4... 
HWAY 305 KM2 PARGUERA......_.. 


DR. JIMENEZ99 oe nneeennennee 
.. PARCELAS NAVAS CALLED NO. 87. 


” PARQUE EESQ VALLEJO 153... 
BO CALABAZAS BUZON 481-17 
Se E  cntiecsepciesnecestenvicneninil 


»:: TE TG cienterenpnemenneminign 


. BH-24 114ST. JARDINES C. CLUB... 


LACHAPELLE, K & MEVNIER, E... 
RUMFORD AQUARIUM, INC ... 


. M&M PET FARM & ZOO. 
M&M ZOO..... 
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SOUTH. DAKOTA—Continued 
DOING BUSINESS AS 


epeeneeedl 


5858 


age 


BOX 139 R 1........ 
. 6324 COUNTRY LAN! 
. RR 3 BOX 121 
oe 


. RR 1 BOX 14... 
AR 1 BOX 64... 


RR 2 BOX 69A. 
. 913 N GAMBLE... 


BEECHAM LABORATORIES. ........s.s000 
CUMBERLAND PET WHOLESALE..... 


. BIOLOGICS UNLIMITED... 


. CLAY GRAVES RABBITRY ...........e« 

. BIG BELL RANCH-SPRING CREEK _ 
RANCH. 

. U.S. RESEARCH FARM 


. KEN-DORA KENNELS... 


eeeeeceeeeee: 


. GARDEN VALLEY RABBITRY . 
. FLAMES PAMPERED PETS.. 


’ DBARC KENNEL... ss 
‘ ea ck SPURS cain 
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30019 ROSEBUD nn ennenenee 
sie ce si EE 
. AT 2 BOX 328-B....................... 


240 CROSBY AD.\........ 
16240 SAN PEDRO 


RT 5, BOX 1166... 

PO BOX 731......... 

BOX 25 PEARL STAR AT... 
. 646 SANTA FE ... 


13015 KALTENBRUN RD. .. 
. 1380 W. WALTON RD. 
. ‘RT 1 NO. 30 HILL COUNTRY 


. HAWK'S HARE HAVEN... 
. TST NAT'L BANK BLDG. SUITE 320. 
. 2901 W. 6TH ST., SUITE E... oe 
RT 5 BOX 224 
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SORENSEN, A . 


STALLING, MRS. HENRY... 


STARLING, CURTIS 


ALLISON, CL & E. 
BROADBENT, L & N.... 


BURRIS, P & RICHENS, J... 


WETHERBY, O.. 


E, J 
PINNELL, A & HOLLIS, E 
RAY, JR 


TEXAS—Continued 


DOING BUSINESS AS 


. SOMEDAY FARMS 
SORET ANIMAL AND BIRD FARM... 


GAYLE’S 4-S KENNELS... 
STALLINGS KENNELS 


. STARLING FLYING SQUIRREL 


STINNETT MONKEY FARM 


BAMBOO PET SHOP. 


’ CAM. RABBITRY. 


"THE WELL'S RABBITRY.. 


ARTAMINE KENNELS... 


.. WILEY & SONS EXOTIC 


RANCH. 
A-Z WILDLIFE RANCH 


. SILVER FOX FAMILY FURS. 


THE TREE HOUSE 
S KIMO KENNELS 


VERMONT 
DOING BUSINESS AS 


. WINDY LANE RABBITRY . 


LAMOILLE KENNELS... 
PEACEFUL ACRES RABBITRY ... 


TH RAB 
CIRCLE W RABBITRY.... 


. RAILSIDE RABBITRY... 


VIRGINIA 


.« OLD DOMINION CAVY FARM. 
. GREEN SHADOWS CATTERY 


.. MOORES RABBITRY 
.. COW CREEK RABBIT FARM... 


ROUTE 2 BOX 107... 
780 RIO GRANDE. 


. RT. 10 BOX 448-A 


"650 SPRINGDALE 


5555 W. LOVER'S LN. 


1255 SOUTH 1500 EAST... 
1764 WEST 1000 SOUTH. 


. BOX 29,VALLEY AD.. 
. PO BOX 107 RT 17.... 
. LEE RD. BOX 186 RFD 2. 


. RFD 1 BOX 137. 


79 EASTERN AVE . 


. RT 1 BOX 428 B 
. 205 KINGSBURY DRIVE... 
. RD 1 BOX 176... 


RT 1 BOX 7. 
4401 GREENDE! 
1022 W. 24TH. 


‘. 7655 OLD SPRINGHOUSE AD. 
" RT 1 BOX 210... 


-.. 3610 DENISON RD 
’ RT 3 BOX 70... 





LICENSE 
NUMBER 
35A143 
35B2 
35B41 
35A145 
35A64 


35A120 
35A137 
35828 
35A135 
35A77 
35A139 
35A112 
35A136 
35A127 
35817 
35842 
35845 
36A111 
35A97 
35A128 
35846 
35A88 
35B47 
35A123 
35A92 
35A60 
35A132 
35A93 
35A114 
35829 
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ROY, ML 
SCHMIDT, E 
SMITH, J B... 
STINSON, E & D 


WEISETH, P R.... 


BERST, H J...... 


CZARNECKI, RA.. 
DAHL, A.... 

DAUL. DR. 
EBERT, V.. 


FORSTHAUS KENNELS, INC 


GRASKA BIOLOGICAL SUPPLIES, INC. ... 


HATCH, C & A: 

HOLUBIW, L. 

HYDE, D.... 

JACOBS, L..... 

JOHNSON, M & HAVENS, W 
KLUBERTANZ, E . 


KRETSCHMAN, TJ & HIMSEL, O. 
LAVEAU, D&S 


” RT. 1 BOX 119 
. RD 1 BOX 119 
1561 PARHAM 


20003 24TH N.W. 


. 18015 140TH AVENUE SE 
. RT 3 BOX 74 
160 DRYKE AD. . 


. CAVIA RESEARCH ENTERPRISES ... 


WEST VIRGINIA 


5071 GUYAN RIVER ROAD. 


BLUE RIVER KENNELS RT 1 BOX 194. 


SOUTH MILWAUKEE PET CENTER... 


_ ANNE'S WESTIE KENNEL .. 


RT 1 BOX 152 ‘ 
34076 HIDDEN VALLEY DR... 


84 
2019 SUGAR RIVER RD RT 9... 
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WISCONSIN—Continued 


35A118 


35A119 
3581 
35A22 
35A105 
35837 
3588 
35A102 
35A121 
35A9 


83A15 
83A14 
83A1 
83A7 


NAME 


LAVIGNE, D & J. 
LEIBEL, D&G 
LESSER, C&B.. 


MYERS, B 
NASCO INTERNATIONAL, INC 


ROBERTSON, WH&L. 
ROGGE, E............ 
RUEDINGER, J 
SCHOEBEL, LL... 
SCHOEBEL, M .... 
SKAW, E... 

SOLIS, E.... 
STEBANE, E 


Oe IN nsec ccorecncesstinesssnenbonsonicn 


STRANGFELD, E & M 
SWANSON, C... 
TRIBBY, N & K. 
VAASSEN, T. 
WELLS, M. 

WERY, F. 

WIERSMA, 

WILK, K & J.. 
WINCENTSEN, L. 


SANDERS, WN... 
SHERARD, AL.. 


[FR Doc. 3702 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am} 
BILLING CODE 3410-34-F 


DOING BUSINESS AS 


KOUNTRY KENNELS 
BIRCHWOOD FARM 
LESSER'S RABBITRY 
MESA KENNELS... 


MASKED BANDIT FUR FARM... 
RIVERVIEW KENNEL 

M & M ENTERPRISES... 
SHARON'S PUPPYLAND 


VALLEY FUR FARM 

HILLSIDE KENNEL 

MELBAR KENNELS & CATTERY 

BLUE SPRUCE KNNLS & GAME 
RAN.. 

B.R.A.T. KENNELS 


KUTE & KUDDLY KENNEL! 
SUNNY VALLEY KENNEL 


FUR & FEATHER GAME FARM. 


EL RANCHITO KENNEL .. 
WAYWARD HOME KENNEL... 


MOUND VIEW KENNEL 
RIMROCK RANCH ARTIC FOXES 
TRIBBY’S INC. 


WYOMING 
DOING BUSINESS AS 
EAGLE ROCK RANCH.. 


ADDRESS 


12411 52ND ST. S 
RT. 2 BOX 713 


18403 WASHINGTON AVE. HY.20 


7197 LOPER RD. RT 2.. 
RT 4 BOX 206. 


WEST 2053 NORTH COUNTY LINE 


RD. 
RR 4 BOX 243..... 
RT 1 BOX 323. 
ROUTE 2 RANGELINE 
RR 2 BOX 54... 
1018 16ST... 
FOF sccccrecsssn 
RT 1 BOX 171 A.. 
RT 1 BOX 9D... 
RFD 2 BOX 36A 


ADDRESS 


P.O. BOX 47......... 
1137 SAGE 


BEAR CREEK ROUTE................ 


CITY 


WISCONSIN RAPIDS............ 
GRANTSBURG 

UNION GROVE. 

SAUK CITY... 

BEAVER DAM 


LUXEMBURG .... 
RANDOLPH ... 
HOLCOMBE... 
BIRNAMWOOD 


city 


CHEYENNE ... 
EVANSTON.... 
LAGRANGE .... 
LA GRANGE.. 





Wednesday 
February 17, 1982 


Part Ill 


Department of 
Agriculture 


Animal and Plant Health Inspection 
Service 


Animal Welfare; List of Licensed 
Exhibitors 





listed below are licensed under said Act (Section 3, 80 Stat 351, as amended (7 U.S.C. 2133)): 
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 


Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service 


Animal Welfare; List of Licensed Exhibitors 


The following list is being published to give notice to the public of exhibitors currently licensed under the Animal Welfare 
Act (7 U.S.C. 2131 et seq.). Such notice does not come under E.O. 12291, since it is not a rule. Therefore, pursuant to the 
provisions of the Animal Welfare Act and the regulations thereunder (9 CFR Part 2), notice is hereby given that the exhibitors 


Done at Washington, D.C., this 29th day of January 1982. 


J. K. Atwell, 


Deputy Administrator, Veterinary Services. 


LICENSE 

NUMBER 
93C9 
930172 


93C81 
930150 
93010 
930116 
93041 
93C89 
93C34 


930108 
930222 


NAME 


CITY OF BIRMINGHAM .... 
MONTGOMERY ZOO. 
UNIVERSITY OF NORTH ALABAMA.. 


FULBUNCH INC. 
LONGNECKER, HARVEY . 
STEWART, | & O......ccseccseesseee 


ARIZONA ZOOLOGICAL SOCIETV............ 
ARIZONA-SONORA DESERT MUSEUM... 


EL ZARIBAH-AL JONDI. 
HENRY, CARMELA & IVAN .. 


WYCKOFF, C & P.... 


ANIMAL BEHAVIOR ENTERPRISES, INC 


BRIDGES, J & E. 
CITY OF LITTLE ROCK . 


MAGIC ANIMALS INC... 

MOORE, MR. & MRS ST, a 

OZARKS ENTERTAINMENT 
MANAGEMENT, INC.. 

SPA ATTRACTIONS, INC.. 


NAME 


ALLEN’S PET ZOO INC 
AMERICAN WILDLIFE RESCUE 
SERVICE INC.. 


BABY ZOO, INC.. 

BAUMAN, T ..... 

BERWICK, R..... 

BIG BEAR VALLEY PARK DIST... 


BIG JOHN A. STRONG & SON CIRCUS, - 


ALABAMA 
DOING BUSINESS AS 


BIRMINGHAM ZOO . 


ALASKA 
DOING BUSINESS AS 


ALASKA WILD BERRY PRODUCTS .. 
THE MONKEY WHARF... < 
ROCKING B ZOO 


ARIZONA 
DOING BUSINESS AS 


HENRY’S CHIMPS/HENRY BROS. 
CIRCUS. 
BRADSHAW MOUNTAINS. 


PAYSON EXOTIC STUDIO ANIMAL 


WEAR’S ANIMAL FARM 
GRAND CANYON DEER FARM 


ADDRESS 
400 GRAYMONT AVE. WEST. 


PO BOX 374.... 


PO BOX 5155 

RT 9 BOX 900 

900 SO RANDOLPH 

1502 W. WASHINGTON... 


1445 N SAN MARCOS DRIVE . 


8039 WEST NORTHERN AVE. 


ST AT BOX 75.... 
2338 N 14TH ST 
P.O. BOX 8755 


” 3444 NORTH 53RD PLACE.. 


ARKANSAS 


ARKANSAS ALLIGATOR FARM 
ZOO OF ARKANSAS 


DOGPATCH USA... 
ANIMAL WONDERLAND. 
HOLIDAY ISLAND EXOTIC ANIMAL 


PARK. 
WILD WILDERNESS 


CALIFORNIA 
DOING BUSINESS AS 


OAK TREE VILLAGE 
SAN JOSE BABY ZOO. 


THE BLAIR BUNCH, INC. ........ 
CRITTERS OF THE CINEMA... 


4800 ABERT PIKE .........-.s0:00 
847 WHITTINGTON AVE .. 


4800 ALBERT PIKE ... 
RT 3 BOX 202 


RT 3 BOX 309 


ADDRESS 


1296 CONFERENCE DRIVE 


20395 RIDER RD. 8 
38480 OAK GLEN RO. 


660 SAN FERNANDO AD. 
UNIVERSAL STUDIO TOURS... 


37093 OAK GLEN AD. ... 


16726 SATICOY ST. NO. 4... 


CITY 


BIRMINGHAM 
MONTGOMERY 
FLORENCE 


HOT SPRINGS. 
DOGPATCH.. 
DOGPATCH 


HOLIDAY ISLAND.... 
GENTRY 


UNIVERSAL CITY 
BIG BEAR LAKE.. 
YUCAIPA 


VAN NUYS. 
VAN NUYS 
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GOLDEN GATE PARK....WW..--cseeee 
I I a asesicccrcestpeeeenernescccsiiniin 


P.O. BOX 747... 

PO BOX 1018 

50 NATOMA STREET... 

CG I crsrcrcissecntersenserncesien 

1243 NATIONAL CITY pam s me 


P.O. BOX 356.......... 
11025 CYPRESS... 
14300 CHESTNUT NO. 117 


199 MUSEUM WAY .. 
1606 GUNNERSON ST. ... 


LOS ANGELES COUNTY FAIR 
ASSOCIATION. 

LOS ANGELES ZOO 
LOVE, CHRISTOPHER T. acepedecincashis 11955 WESTSIDE RD. . 
MARINE WORLD AFRICA USA.................. . 
MARINE WORLD AFRICA USA MARINE WORLD PARKWAY ... 
MARRIOTT'S GREAT AMERICA... eee 8 

ecmencesenseseune . LION'S ETC... aveeereseveeeneee: 6867 SOLEDAD CANYON RD. 

_ STEVE MARTIN'S WORKING PO BOX 65... 
WILDLIFE. 
THE COLD NOSE FIVE DOG ACT..... 





93C8 


93C3 


93C6 
930101 
93C198 
93C52 
93C69 
930166 
93C55 
93C11 
93C61 
93C45 
93C33 
930209 
93C205 
93022 
930153 
930215 
93C96 
930159 
930158 
93C199 
93C54 
93C177 
930111 
93C90 
930163 
930147 
930140 
930174 
930123 
930162 
93040 
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MEREDITH, G 
MIKUS, D & GRABAR, C 
MILHOUS BOYS RANCH. 


MOORE, MR. & MRS. BOB 
MOORPARK COLLEGE. 
MOREHART LAND CO. . 
NETTLEMAN, 6 & B.. 


ROEDING PARK ZOO... 
SACRAMENTO CITY ZOO.... 
SACRAMENTO SCIENCE CE! 
MUSEUM. 
SAN FRANCISCO ZOOLOGICAL 
GARDENS. 
SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY PKS & REC....... 


SAVAGE, JP 
SCHUMACHER, LI 
SEA WORLD INC... 
SHAMBAUGH, V. 


SIX FLAGS MAGIC MOUNTAIN 
SKY FOREST PACE... 
SMIEYA-BLASZAK, A. 
SNYDER, F 

TAYLOR, PAMELA.. 
TELINJECT USA, INC. 


TRANTHAM, C 
TWOMEY, DAVE. 
WALLER PARK... 
WARDEN, LE & D 
WEBER, N.... 
WEINHART, 
WELLS, HG... 
WELLS, R & S. 
WHITE, D&J. 
WHITFIELD, 
WIENER, M.. 
WILSON, JA. 


YANKEE-FLOTO CIRCUS CORP . 
ZANGER JR., HG, JA & EA... 


CHEYENNE MOUNTAIN ZOOLOGICAL 
PARK. 

CITY OF ENGLEWOOD 

CITY OF PUEBLO ZOO. 

CLOVEN, G &R 

DENVER ZOOL FON.. 

FOSSCECO, A. 


GOLIKE, KEVIN 
NEVILLE, WILLIAM. 
NOLAND, RICHARD... 
SANTA’S WORKSHOP 
ae E..... 


YOST, SJ 


CHILDREN'S MUSEUM OF HARTFORD... 


CITY OF BRIDGEPORT 


CITY OF NEW LONDON 
CITY OF NORWICH. 
COMMERFORD, R W & SONS. 


CALIFORNIA—Continued 


DOING BUSINESS AS 


HOWLING WOLF LODGE 


RON OXLEY’S COMPOUND 
ANIMAL SPECIALTY ACTS. 


CARLISLE WILD ANIMAL FARM 
SANTA’S VILLAGE 


COUGAR HILL RANCH 
” FOOTHILL GAME FARM. 
. HAPPYTIME CIRCUS 


ROYAL LICHTENSTEIN CIRCUS 


CASA DE FRUTA.. 


COLORADO 
DOING BUSINESS AS 


DENVER ZOOL. GARDEN 


. GRANEROS CANYON GAS&CURIO 


SHOP. 


. GOLIKE EXOTIC ANIMALS... 


PACHY ENTERPRISES, INC. . 


KANNAH CREEK WILDLIFE PARK... 


ERNEST'S TAXIDERMY & 
OUTDOOR TOURS. 
ROCKY MT. STUDIO ANIMALS 


CONNECTICUT 
DOING BUSINESS AS 


BEARDSLEY ZOOLOGICAL 
GARDENS. 


H. F. MORAN NATURE CTR & ZOO. 


MOHEGAN PARK ZOO... 


. 950 TROUT BROOK RD 


ADDRESS 
STAR RT. BOX 98 


.. 2004 NINA COURT 
. 24077 STATE HWY 49.. 


9125 CRANFORD AVE... 
12615 FOOTHILL BLVD 
10025 HEMLOCK... 
7075 CAMPUS RD. . 
3393 PADARO LANE. 
15495 BELNAP DR. 


"STAR RT BOX 98 


’ §423 E LAUREL 


16241 RAVENGLEN RD. 
10940 RIVERSIDE AVE... 


3930 W LAND PARK DR... 
3615 AUBURN BLVD. 


ZOO ROAD & SKYLINE BLVD 


4520 W EIGHT MILE ROAD. 
1700 E FIRST ST 
16315 OAK CANYON DRIVE 


1720 S SHORES DR .. 
1280 EDGAR AVE... 
1221 GRANT ST. 
P.O. BOX 5500 


RT 1 BOX 244. en 
16133 VENTURA BLVD SUITE 635... 
P.O. BOX 132... ne 


9478 BELLEGRAVE AVE.. 
864 CARLISLE RD 
17211 ROBERTO ST. 


. 8722 WINTER GDNS BLVD. 


MARINE WORLD PARKWAY 


10437 ESCADERA DR 
13555 E. LAKE VIEW RD... 
37093 OAK GLEN RD 

6680 PACHECO PASS HWY 
PO BOX 277. 

PO BOX 55'1..... 


3400 S. ELATI 


. CITY PARK OFFICE... 


2959 W ROWLAND P' 
DENVER CITY PARK 
PO BOX 29. 


PO BOX 54 A HIWAY 86 
9506 VRAIN ST.............. 
RT 1 KANNAH CREEK.. 


817 MAIN.. 
3596 W.US HWY 160... 


33601 STRANSKY RD. ......:.-secsssessseene 


ADDRESS 


CITY 


SACRAMENTO.. 
SACRAMENTO.. 


SAN FRANCISCO 


STOCKTON... 
SANTA ANA... 


SANTA MARIA... 
HAYWARD. 
SAN JOSE . 
RIVERSIDE... 


LAKESIDE.. 
YUCAIPA.... 


ZIP CODE 


WESTMINSTER 
WHITEWATER... 
NORTH POLE... 
WOODWARD.... 
MONTE VISTA 


EVERGREEN 


CITY 


. W HARTFORD 


BRIDGEPORT 





Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 32 / Wednesday, February 17, 1982 / Notices 


COPACO ... 
DENISON PEQUOTSEPOS NAT CTR... 


EMERSON, JPL, Rb .eeoveeenceesnensssnennnnens 


NEW CASTLE CO. DEPT. OF PARKS & 
REC.. 


GODWIN’S GATORLAND, INC... 
I Bsns evoceenacsnrnennoseen 
GULF EXHIBITION CORP. 
HAND, J&1& E................. ms 


CONNECTICUT—Continued 


. 335 COTTAGE GROVE AD... 


BLOOMFIELD... 
PO BOX 122 PEQUOTSEPOS RD....... MYSTIC 
NEWINGTON... 


126 CEDAR ST... 
10 WOODSIDE LN PO BOX 165 


801 MCKENNANS CHURCH RD... WILMINGTON... 


"P.O. BOX 595. 


PO BOX 595........ . 

1991 S.W. 136TH AVE... 
P.O. BOX 819... 
10906 CHURCH ST. PO BOX! 


ape ee ast 
-. 8 ABIS PLACE 
. 60 WEST GORE AVE PO BOX 251 ... 


GRR 2 BOK 287 P nnn 
SBSRK 9421 
SMD BG 9B cscescecneeensscereenececeeomece 
20nb0aese ST... 


. 412 WEST ORANGE STREET. 


. GENTRAL FLORIDA ZOOL. PARK... 


JACKSONVILLE ZOOLOGICAL 
PARK. 


GINA’S ROYAL PALACE LEOPARDS 
JANOS 8 COMPANY .ecnennene o 
ENGESSER’S EXOTIC | FELINES.... 
GEE GEE ENGESSER ... 


MONKEY JUNGLE........... 
EVERGLADES SAFARI 


694 1STH PLACE. 
BOX 279............ 


STAR ROUTE BOX 611... 
7800 SW 117 AVE... 


1301 SW 11TH AVE.K... 
RT 1 BOX 567220. 

700 N.W. 214 STREET #7 
3110 47TH ST 





LICENSE 

NUMBER 
58EL35 
58EL126 
58EL146 
58EL100 


58EL214 
58EL170 
58EL72 
58EL81 
58EL143 
58EL10 
58EL103 
58EL51 
58EL74 
58EL79 


58EL113 
58EL203 
58EL107 
58EL46 
58EL8 
58EL153 
58EL224 
58EL26 
58EL125 
58EL159 
58EL223 
58EL155 
58EL217 
58EL105 
58EL150 
58EL147 
58EL73 
58EL175 
58EL187 


58EL229 
58EL205 
58EL200 
58EL78 
58EL6 
58EL13 
S8EL230 


68EL161 
68EL123 
58EL112 
68EL176 
58EL32 
§8EL193 
58EL43 
58EL69 
58EL58 
58EL136 
58EL215 
58EL135 
58EL179 
58EL106 
58EL195 
58EL22 
58EL114 
58EL3 
58EL108 
S8EL1 
58EL189 
58EL41 
58EL48 


58EL148 

58EL77 

58EL12 
58EL127 
58EL128 
58EL183 
58EL137 

58EL98 
58EL158 
58EL218 
58EL178 


58EL167 
58EL96 
58EL87 
58EL97 
58EL84 


58EL209 
58EL38 
58EL65 
58EL219 
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NAME 
HANNEFORD CIRCUS, INC.. 
HANNEFORD, G.... 
HARVELL, D & J 
HERRIOTT, M. 


HOLIDAY, R & J. 
HOLLOWAY, D... 


JUNGLE QUEENS INC. . 


ST AUGUSTINE ALLIG. FARM INC 


STEBBING ROYAL EUR. CIRCUS INC..... 


STEELE, B 
STEIER, MR. & MRS. LLOYD... 


STUDIO ANIMAL RENTALS, INC. 
SULLINS, PAMELA 


. SPYKE’S GROVE.... 


FLORIDA—Continued 


HANNEFORD FAMILY CIRCUS 


. OCELOTS PLUS 


HERRIOTT’S PERFORMING 
ANIMALS. 


. 6917 N. COOLIDGE 


NORIN CORP 


” DAVE HOOVER'S WILD ANIMALS... 


RT. 1 BOX 727-L5... ; 
RT 3 BOX 94.... SARASOTA.. 


7300 FOURTEENTH ST. SOUTH ST. PETERSBURG... 


" P.O. BOX 1551... 


” HOUSER'S GROVES & ZOO 
FLIPPERS SEA SCHOOL... 


9230 NEW HAVEN AVE. 
PO BOX DOLPHIN.. 


. P.O. BOX 936... 


. WONDERFUL WORLD OF DOGS 
JUNGLE LARRY’S SAFARI LAND, INC 


JUNGLE LARRY’S AFRICAN 
SAFARI. : 
JUNGLE QUEEN VILLAGE... 


P.O. BOX 7129 
. 800 E BROWARD BLVD #301... 


. 4705 WOODLOND BLVD... 


PO BOX 2512.. 


.. 9140 SW 59TH 
. P.O. BOX 1721 


. GATORLAND... 
” THE B-LEES. 


” WALTZING WATERS AQUARIUM... 
” PANCHO MAGANA 
"MIAMI SEAQUARIUM. 


. SARASOTA JUNGLE GARDENS, 


19730 SW 12 ST. . PEMBROOK PINES. 
. ST. AUGUSTINE .. 


. SARASOTA.. 


MIAM... 
RIVERVIEW . 
. GIBSONTON 
. FORT MYERS. 
. SARASOTA... 


. ST. AUGUSTINE. 
. FT. MCCOY.. 
. SARASOTA.. 


1501 S.W. 34TH AVE. ........ FORT LAUDERDALE .. 


» 9014 44TH TERRACE SW. 
. RT. 1 BOX 367E 


. MGM'S BOUNTY EXHIBIT. 
’ CRANDON PARK ZOO.. 


. MOORE’S STONECRAB 


RESTURANT & MARINA. 


10202 W. WASHINGTON BLVD. 


« PO BOX 10171 
.. 2750 N.W. SO. RIVER DRIVE 


AQUATIC MAMMAL ENTERPRISES... 


’ ROYAL PANTHERS... 


2750 NW SO RIVER DR.... 
1025 GIBRALTAR RD..... 


. ROUTE 2 BOX 137-A. 
’ 318 HOWELL PLACE . 


. CAPT SCHREIBER'S 


CHIMPANZEES. 


. RT2BOX3 - 
. 7007 SEA WORLD 


. SNAKE-A-TORIUM.. 
’ VCM ENTERPRISES... 


". 8425 SW 108TH ST... 


” 732 NW 29TH TERRACE... 


. GULF WORLD, INC. 


15412 W HWY 98.... 


PO BOX 10171 
’ 9984 C RD... 


GREEN THUMB NURSERY... 


PO BOX 1680.. 
502 MARINE DRIVE... 
201 10TH ST W 


8975 SO. DIXIE HWY. ........0 


. 7250 GRIFFIN RD 


. P.O. DRAWER E A1A SOUTH.. 


BOB STEELE ANIMAL 
PROMOTIONS. 


P.O. BOX 1102...... 
1771 PARK ROAD... 


. 725 N CONRAD AVE.. 
" 6025 S. EASTERN AVE. 


RT 16 BOX 23 
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ADDRESS 
1825 4TH ST NO............... 


. 2022 DODGE AVE 


3945 MUSEUM DR 
PO BOX 407... 


Paitin 


19601 GULF BLVD BOX 8. 
PO BOX 10201 ... 
PO BOX 188....... 


.. 9136-82ND ST. NORTH... 


200. SOC. OF BROWARD CO., INC... “ 
ZOOL SOC/PALM BEACHES, INC... DREHER PARK ZOOL. GARDENS ... 


GEORGIA 


6150 ISABEL AVE.» 

6990 GRIFFIN RD... 

P.O. BOX 40, ATTN: LEGAL 

16731 LAKESHORE DRIVE... 
nie 17967. 
SOIR cect mn 
BOX 97 HWY. 19 SO. 


. PO BOX 547... 


16001 W. STATE AD. 84... 
1301 SUMMIT BLVD... enenncem 
3125 PEAAL AVE 


ADDRESS 
RT 1 BOX 74......... 


- R3 BOX 306.. 


" CHEHAW WILD ANIMAL PK... 
ATLANTA ZOO. PARK... 


" ROUTE 3BOX 847. 


ROUTE 3 PO BOX 847. — 


. 4063 PEACH ORCHARD ROAD... 


SIX FLAGS OVER GEORGIA, 
STONE MOUNTAIN GAME RANCH INC... 


PO BOX 43187... Siesseaseess . 
1 ROBT. E. LEE BLVD. cewecnememecpereeeaaee 


. PO BOX 326............... 


. 910 CREST DRIVE... 


MAUI ZOOL & BOT GARDENS .. 
COCO PALMS RESORT HOTEL 


WAIKIKI AQUARIUM ... 


151 KAPAHULU AVE.... 
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ALBERTI, C. 
ANIMAL KINGDOM, INC. 


BUIKEMA ACE HARDWARE... 
CHICAGO PARK DISTRICT... 
CHICAGO. ZOOLOGICAL PARK 


DUNDEE TOWNSHIP PARK DISTRICT. 
EDLUND, L & R 
FOREST PARK FOU! 


FOREST PRESERVE DIST/COOK CO...... 


HAWTHORN CIRCUS CORP... 
HOFFMANN, BILL 

JOHN G. SHEDD AQUARIU 
KRAUSE, R & M.... 

LAMBS, INC... 

LASALLE COU 

MARCAN, C & J.... 
MARTINEZ, CA. 


NORTH POLE CORPORATION.. 
PEORIA PARK DISTRICT 


WHEATON PARK 
WONDERFUL WORLD OF ANIMALS 


NAME 


AMISHVILLE U.S.A... 

BIGGS, M 

BOOKER, 

BOYD, RO... 

CHILDREN’S MUSUEM, INC 

CITY OF EVANSVILLE. 

CITY OF RICHMOND... 

D.J. COUNTRY -- BUCK LAKE... 
DEPT. OF NATURAL RESOURCES 


FORBES, H. DENNIS 


FT WAYNE CHILDRENS ZOOL. GDNS..... 


HARDING, WB & ME. 


IND DEPT OF NATURAL RESOURCES.... 


INDIANAPOLIS ZOOL. SOC., INC 


LAFAYETTE BOARD OF PARKS & REC... 


LAKE COUNTY FAIRGROUNDS 


MICHIGAN CITY PARKS & REC. DPET.... 


N. AMERICAN WILOWIFE PARK 
FOUNDATION. 


WEBERDING, W 

WILDLIFE EDUCATIONAL SERV. 
WOODARD, E & B. 

ZOPPE, D F.... 


NAME 


DES MOINES CHILDREN'S ZOO 

ELDORA CITY PARK 

JENKINS, RON. 

LYON COUNTRY CONSERVATION 
LEAGUE. 


ILLINOIS 


LITTLE PONDEROSA ZOO .. 
BUIKEMA ACE HARDWARE 
LINCOLN ZOOL. PARK 


PHILLIPS PARK ZOO 
MILLER PARK ZOO.. 


"WHITE PINES DEER PARK.. 


WILDLIFE PRAIRIE PARK 


NOAH'S ARK PET CENTER. 


EN 
HAWTHORNE CIRCUS.. 


MARINA’S ROYAL AFGHANS... 
SANTA'S VILLAGE 
GLEN OAK ZOO. 


NIABI ZOOL. PRESERVE ... 
CHILDREN’S FARM 


HUME'S EXOTIC WILDLIFE RANCH. 


HENSON ROBINSON ZOO 


PI 
PLAINSMEN ZOO 


. COSLEY CHILDREN’S ANIMAL 


INDIANA 
DOING BUSINESS AS 


MESKER PARK ZOO.. 
GLEN MILLER PARK.. 


HILL HAVEN GAME FARM & 


JASPER-PULASKI FISH & WILD 
AREA. 


E 
COLUMBIAN PARK ZOO. 


WOLF PARK 


PICKLEMEADOWS ZOO 


SPRUCE HILL FARMS 


IOWA 
DOING BUSINESS AS 


ADDRESS 
1959 WELWYN AVE 


" 2980 N MILWAUKEE AVE. 


21 N WASHINGTON ST.. 
RT. 1. BOX 149 


P.O. BOX 56907... 
1200 SOUTH LAKESHORE DR. 
4N706 POWIS RD.... 


3101 RICE AVENUE 
ROUTES 25 AND 72.... 


RR 2 BOX 255 


1928 N 3RD STREET 


. 8411 SHERMAN ST.. 


382 W MAIN ST. 


"607 STATE OFFICE BLG 


3120 E 30TH ST.... 
1915 SCOTT ST 


”. 889 S COURT ST. 
WASHINGTON PARK ZOO GDNS..... 


LAKEFRONT DRIVE . 


238 NORTH DEPOT ST... 
301 SO. SAINT LOUIS BLVD. . 
1531 N GIRLS SCHOOL RD 


. 4512 W 131ST ST. 


RT 1 BOX 151 
RT 3 BOX 117 
5559 W. MARKET ST... 


RR 2 BOX 326 


ADDRESS 


7401 SW STH ST 
1702 15TH ST... 


8309 
C/O ROCK RAPIDS STATE-BANK ... 


RIVER FOREST. 
GRAYSLAKE .. 


NORTHBROOK... 
ROCKFORD... 


SPRINGFIELD... 
SPRINGFIELD 


RUSSELLVILLE 
DUGGER...... 
WATERLOO. 
INDIANAPOLIS 


TERRE HAUTE 
TERRE HAUTE 
FORT WAYNE.. 
INDIANAPOLIS. 


INDIANAPOLIS. 


BATTLE GROUND... 
KINGMAN... 


SOUTH BEND... 
INDIANAPOLIS. 
NASHVILLE... 

SANTA CLAUS 


. WESTFIELD. 


GALVESTON 
BRYANT... 
CARBON, . 
BATESVILLE 
INDIANAPOLIS 
MARTINSVILLE 
ROCHESTER 


city 
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NAME 
BRIT SPAUGH ZOO.... 


EMPORIA PARK 
FARMER, LR.................. 


SEDGWICK COUNTY ZOOLOGICAL 
SOCIETY. 


STIMAX, M & W..... 
TOPEKA ZOOLOGICAL PARK csscesnmene- 


NAME 
LOUISVILLE ZOOLOGICAL GARDENS. 


NAME 
ALEXANDRIA ZOOLOGICAL PARK........... 


BALTIMORE AQUARIUM, INC. 


ZOOLOGICAL CONSORT OF MD. ING 


1OWA—Continued 


DOING BUSINESS AS 
SEABOLD ANIMAL FARM 


KANSAS 


WONDERFUL WORLD OF WHAT'S 
HAPPENING NOW. 


GAGE PARK ZOO... .-soenscorsseseneeneenns 


AUDUBON PARK & ZOOL. 
GARDENS. 


LOUISIANA PURCHASE GARDENS 


ADDRESS 


ED 


11TH & POYNTZ PO BOX 748... . 
8500 SANTA FE DRIVE ......... ao = 
101 HAPPY HOLLOW LANE... 


5555 ZOO BLVD... 


PO BOX 442 1602 SOUTH H ST........ 
635 GAGE BLVD...............0+« 


RT 1 BOX 455... 


ADDRESS 
201 GRAY ROAD............ 


501 EAST PRATT ST., PIER THREE. 


. PO BOX 325 RB STATION 


10040 BALTO NATL PIKE 
13710 CENTRAL AVE. .. 
BOX 1156 LAKE SHORE .. 
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CAPON PARK ZOO. 

CHILDREN’S MUSEUM 

CITY OF NEW BEDFORD... 

CITY OF PITTSFIELD. 

CITY OF SPRINGFIELD/DEPT. OF 

PARKS & REC.. 

CITY OF WORCESTER.... 
-COTA, DAVID 


FOREST PARK ZOOL. SOCIETY 
FRANK NEWHALL LOOK MEM. PARK... 


MT. WACHUSETT ANIMAL FOREST INC. 

NEW ENGLAND AQUARIUM COPP.......... 

NORTH ATTLEBORO PARK 
COMMISSION. 


MASSACHUSETTS—Continued 


DOING BUSINESS AS 


-.. 300 CONGRESS ST... 


. - BUTTONWOOD PARK ZOO. 
. DEPT OF PARKS & RECREATION... 


FOREST PARK ZOO 


. GREEN HILL PARK 


DAVE COTA FREAK ANIMALS. 


JAMES PHEADY CHILDREN’S ZOO.. 


PROVINCETOWN MARINE 


~. 43 SOUTH WASHINGTON ST..... 


133 WILLIAM ST. 
874 NORTH ST.. 
FOREST PARK... 


419 BELMONT ST. .... 
P.O. BOX 421 


”. BOX 7 ATE 58.... 


RT 2 MOHAWK TRAIL... 
SOUTH GREETING RD. 


1087 MAIN STREET 


. 314 TOTTEN POND RD 


. EAST COAST CAMEL CO... 


WORCESTER NAT HIS SOC... 


MICHIGAN 


. POTTER PARK ZOO 


CITY OF THREE RIVERS.. 
DEER FOREST PARK INC... 
DEER PARK FUNLAND INC 


SOULES, GERARD... 
SPIETH, LAVERN 


ANIMAL ACRES ZOOLOGICAL 
WILDLIFE ASSOCIATION. 


BICKFORD, LEROY... 
BLUE MOUND INN... 
BRAINERD BAXTER CORPORATION 


CAMPBELL, D 

CITY OF LITTLE FALLS... 
CITY OF REDWOOD FALLS 
CITY OF VIRGINIA... 


GOPHER CAMPFIRD WILDL! 
SANCTUARY. 

HIGH FALLS & TRADING POST, INC. ...... 

HIMES, D G 


KRACHEY, M & D.. 
LABARGE, L&R. 


SCIDMORE PARK.. 


222 HARRINGTON WAY .. 


. 4750 WHITEHALL RD... 


JACKSON WILD ANIMAL KINGDON 
INC. 


MINNESOTA 


13750 SHIRE RD..... 
2401 HILTON 


RR 3 BOX 203 


. RT 1 BOX 217... 


PAUL BUNYAN AMUSEMENT 
CENTER. 
MILLIKEN CREEK 


” 207 EAST FOURTH ST. BOX 10.. 


NEEDLEWOODS WILDLIFE RANCH 


” GOPHER CAMPFIRE WILDLIFE 


TRAPPER HIMES WILD ANIMAL 
FARM. 
AQUA PARK AQUARIUM & DEER 


' FARM. 


SMOKEY HOLLOW ANIMAL HAVEN. 


". WILLY LENZ CHIMPANZEE ACT 
” ‘THE FARM SUPPER CLUB INC... 


VALLEYFAIR INC... 
WALTERS, C 


10,000 SEA SHELLS 


.. FR 1 BOX 104 


100 NE SEVENTH AVE. 


~. RT 1 BOX 17... 
. RT 5 BOX 67... 


. RT 3 BOX 436... 


1 VALLEYFAIR DRIVE... 


PITTSFIELD... 
"SPRINGFIELD... 


.. WORCESTER. 
.. MANSFIELD... 
.. SOUTH CARVER 
. SHELBURNE FALLS. 


”. THEIF RIVER FALLS. 
. PARK RAPIDS... 





CITY OF MERIDIAN/PARKS & 
RECREATION. 
MARINE ANIMAL 


PRODUCTIONS 
NESHOBA COUNTY PARK & REC............ 


SILVER DOLLAR CITY... 

SIX FLAGS OVER MID-AMER: 
SPRINGFIELD PARK BOARD............ 
ST. LOUIS ZOOLOGICAL PARK 


.LR 
MAYES, LEROY M.. 
RED LODGE ZOO.. 


AUBAIN, CHARLES... 


LEE, BERRI 
LEVINSON, A&B . 


SPARKS NUGGET, "INC. 
SWINDLER, R 1... 
VARGAS, J & P... 
VINICKY-SMAHA, J 


. KAMPER PARK & ZOO... 
. JACKSON ZOOLOGICAL 


. MARQUIS CHIMPANZEES . 


MERIDIAN ZOO...........---cessseeseneeesnensenee 


PHILADELPHIA PARK & ZOO 
MISSOURI 


. AALETA'S GROOMING SALON ........ 


RIVERVIEW PARK 


BOBBY BEROSINI LTD... 


. HWY 29-NORTH...... 


107-17TH AVE... 


" 2918 W CAPITOL ST... 


PO BOX 4153 W. STATION......... 
150 DEBUYS RD. 


. RT6BOXS. 


. COLUMBIA FALLS... 


10TH & DEERPARK BLVD. .... 


" 2716 E RENO AVE... 
” 2971 SANTA MARGARITA. 


157 GREENBRIAR TOWNHOUSE 
RD. 


. 7825 WISHING WELL ROAD .. 


. 2115 MOHEGAN WAY 


10890 CHESTNUT RD .... 


. 4026 SYRACUSE DR .. 


1639 NO VALLEY DR... 


. 3131 S JONES BLVD... 
. 7640 SO. SPENCER ST.. 


PO BOX 1274 
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NATURELAND, INC. ... 


SQUAM LAKES SCIENCE 
WEIRS SPORTS CENTER, INC 


NAME 


ANIMAL ACTORS INTERNATIONAL, 
INC. 


ANIMAL SPECTACULAR 
BERGEN CO. PARK COMM.. 
BOB JONES PROMOTIONAL 
ATTRACTIONS, INC.. 
BRIDGETON CITY PARK .. 


CAPEMAY COUNTY PARK ZOO.. 


GREAT ADVENTURE INC. 
JACKSON, PETER. 


LLAMA LLAND 
SPRING RIVER PARK & ZOO.. 
STARKEY, EB 


CATSKILL GAME FARM 
CHATEAU STABLES, INC. 


LONG ISLAND GAME FARM INC... 
SCHOOL... 


NEW HAMPSHIRE—Continued 


* DOING BUSINESS AS 


. FRIENDLY FARM... 


STORYBOOK FOREST... 


NEW JERSEY 


” ROSE'S ANIMAL FARM. 


MONKEY ANTICS... 


. RIVERBANK PARK ZOO 
” MONKEY BUSINESS.. 


"MISTY HOLLOW FARM. 


NEW MEXICO 
DOING BUSINESS AS 


.. ALAMEDA PARK ZOO... 
.. FIO GRANDE ZOOL PK 


FLYING W'S EXOTIC GAME FARM... 


NEW YORK 


WILDCLIFF MUSEUM. 


. INTERNATIONAL LION SHOW, INC... i 
FORSYTH PARK ZOO 0 


’ GURNEY’S MAGIC CIRCUS LAND... 


THE BARNYARD, INC............ 


"P.O. BOX 278... 


ADDRESS 


FD SB BOK 221 rcisseisciceccnsscscscnscscesencenen 


1648 NOTTINGHAM WAY 


. 327 EAST RIDGEWOOD AVE... 


151 N ANNAPOLIS AVE 


CITY PARK... 
BOX 365 A-Ri 
RD 1 BOX 431-A. 


" 41-23 GIEGER PLACE ... 


115 CLIFTON AVENUE.. 


” RD 1 BOX 109-E 


. 2500 BOARDWALK BOX 1558. 
’ P.O. BOX 1028.... 


1451 RARITAN RD. 


” BERGEN AVENUE.. 


MAIN ST BOX 3... 
17 LINCOLN ST... 


. RD 1 BOX 275 


3406 ENGLISH RD. 


63 OLD WELL AD........... 


AR 1 BOX 152. 


. R.D. 1 BOX 133... 


608 W 48TH ST... 
43-67 147TH ST... 


". 245 WASHINGTON ST... 


BOX 317 RD 5 


. 9993 ALLEGHENY AD... 
.. P.O. BOX 147 MILL ST... 
.. 439 GUY LOMBARDO A’ 
. 2400 GRAND ISLAND BLVD. 


" WEIRS BEACH... 


city 


. FAIR LAWN. 
. FRANKLIN 


FARMINGTON. 


. GLENS FALLS. 


NEW ROCHELLE 


.. WINDHAM.... 
. CATSKILL... 
.. NEW YORK.. 
. FLUSHING... 


KINGSTON... 
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NEW YORK—Continued 


NAME 
MUSEUM OF THE HUDSON 


ONONDAGA COUNTY DEPT OF PARKS. 
& REC. 

OPPENHEIM ZOOLOGICAL SOC. .......... 

PALISADES INTERSTATE PARK 


SANTA’S WORKSHOP, INC... 

SEA RESEARCH FOUNDATION, INC. 
SENECA PARK ZOO. coe 
SOUTHERN TIER ZOOLOGICAL SOC. 
STATEN ISLAND ZOOLOGICAL SOC. 
STERLING AK FUR/GAME FARM INC. 
TESSLER, R & B 


GREENWOOD GAME FARM........,.... 
WEST HARRISON MEMORIAL __ 
PARK. 
.. CANDY CANE VILLAGE... 


BUFFALO ZOOL. GARDENS 


NORTH CAROLINA 


DOING BUSINESS AS 
BALL, J & M / BIRDTOWN TRADING 


CITY OF ASHEVILLE. 
CITY OF CHARLOTTE... 
CITY OF GREENSBORO AND NATURAL 


JOHNSON'S ZOO & ANIMAL FARM . 
RAINBOW TRAVELING SHOW. 
SOCO GARDENS ZOO 


QUINLAN MARINE ATTRACTIONS ... 
DAN NICHOLAS PARK NATURE CT. 
THE MENAGERIE . 


RUTHERFORD CO ZOO.. 
TOTE-EM-IN-ZOO 
SAUNOOKE BEAR LAND 
THE DEER FARM. 


SCHEURER, WAYNE & SUZ! 
THE MCADENVILLE FOUNDATION 


PLAYTIME ANIMAL CIRCUS... 


NORTH DAKOTA 


DOING BUSINESS AS 
CHAHINKAPA ZOO ASSN CHAHINKAPA ZOO... 
DAKOTA ZOOLOGICAL SOC.,INC. 
MINOT PARK DISTRICT.... 
SPRING LAKE ZOO 


ADDRESS 
Tee ia iaciscsesiciccsicioeients 
185TH ST. & SOUTHERN BLVD. ....... 
32-76 36TH ST. 
P.O. BOX 146 


2697 NIAGARA FALLS BLVD ... 


185 PARK AVE... 


. 614 BROADWAY. 


RD 1 BOX 166 
1 HILLSIDE AVE.. 


1945 EDEN EVANS RD. 


RT 3 BOX 306 
5845 CAROLINA BCH AD. 


P O BOX 1167. 
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MASSILLON TIGER BOOSTER CLUB....... 


METROPARKS ZOOLOGICAL PARK... 


ACDMY OF NAT SCIENCES. 
ANIMAL KINGDOM TALENT SERVICE 


"TWIN KISS DRIVE-IN... 


OH!O0—Continued 
DOING BUSINESS AS 
SPORTSMAN’S JUNCTION... 


ADDRESS 


26715 BROOKPARK EXTENSION ..... 


. 4318 PACKARD ROAD... 


. MOTHER NATURES MENAGERIE. 
. F&S ANIMAL FARM........... 
. A-1 DONKEY BALL CO... 


28901 EBENHACK RD 
695 WEBER AVENUE ...... 
468 W STEELES CORNERS AD 


8159 MEVERS ROAD.. 


. 3822 CANTERBURY AD... 


” PARKMAN ZOOLOGICAL GARDENS 


OKLAHOMA 
DOING BUSINESS AS 
BUFFALO RANCH 


. ANIMAL ACTORS OF OKLAHOMA.... 


5995 HORSESHOE BEND RD 
127 COULTER ST.......s-csnesee 
282 HIGHGROVE BLVD... 
1502 MARTIN'S PT RD 

PO BOX 69.......... 

FOXBORO RD... 

P.O. BOX 19... 

BOX 09040......... 

16639 MAIN MARKET AD... 
P.O. BOX 332... connec 


1100 SEA WORLD DRIVE... 
15281 MAIN MARKET 

602 EVERWOOD APT. A 
4030 SNYDER-DOMER RD. 
1906 HIGHLAND AVE. 
33775 HIRAM TRAIL... 


13TH & TOWNSEND... 


| 415 4TH ST 
’ 2401 NE. 50TH 


| TAMMY-LINN YOUTH FASHIONS. 


WOOLAROC WILDLIFE REFUGE 


OREGON 
DOING BUSINESS AS 


. OREGON COAST SAFARI... 


. CANDYLAND 

WASHINGTON PARK ZOO 
. WEST COAST GAME PARK... 
. OPERATION SANTA CLAUS.. 


’ WOODLAND DEER PARK.. 


DEPOE BAY AQUARIUM 


PENNSYLVANIA 
DOING BUSINESS AS 


6701 E 36TH St....... 


7600 NORTH MAY AVE... 
BOX 1647 


49TH & THE PARKWAY . 
RD. 1 FREDERICHSTOWN RD.. 


"7321 ANTHONY HWY. 


. RD 1 BOX 514. 


" BUTTONS PRE XMAS $ CLAUSE 


SER. 
MOON VALLEY PARK..... 
NAY AUG PARK ZOO 


RD 1 BOX 63... 


city 
N. OLMSTED. 


SPRINGFIELD... 
CINCINNATI........ 
CHAGRIN FALLS. 
TOLEDO... 


GARETTSVI 


. CINCINNATI 


" BARTLESVILLE... 


City 


KLAMATH FALLS... 
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PENNSYLVANIA—Continued 


’ C/O ASSOCIATED GAMES..... 
| BOX 79 RD #4 onsen 
| BOX 125 STAR AT #3 


KLONDIKE GIFT SHOP.. 
CLAWS & PAWS WILD AN! 


NOAH’S ARK CHILDREN’S ZOO .. 


. BOILING SPRINGS ZOO PARK.. 


THE AMISH FARM & HOUSE, ‘INC.. 


TREXLER LEHIGH CO GAME PRES 
UNION CO. SPORTSMENS CLUB INC. .... 


ZOOLOGICAL SOC OF PHILADELPHIA a 
ZUENDEL, RR & AL 


JARDIN ZOOLOGICO DE 
LIONELLI, RAFEL DIAZ. 


at 
SUAREZ, J... 


CITY OF PAWTUCKET/PARKS & REC. 
DEPT. 

ENCHANTED FOREST OF Fil..... 

GRAY, A & GREENE, J. 


PRECORDS, LH...c...scssesssssssesssreennessnecenneense 
ROCKY POINT AMUSEMENTS, INC..... 
ROGER WILLIAMS PARK ZOO. 


. EL ARCA DE NOE.. 


KISER WILDLIFE RANCH... 


| RD #24 BOX 84... 
’ RD 1 BOX 121. 


34TH st & GIRARD AV... 
STAR AT 1 


PUERTO RICO 
DOING BUSINESS AS 


IEG a acesccnceconseccncssncsssnccssccsen a 
CALLE MAYAGUEZ NO. 42... 


JAR DEP. 
ROYAL PALACE CIRCUS... 
’ LAGCUEVA DEL INDIO... 


RHODE ISLAND 


. BUZON 380 ISLOTE.... 


ADDRESS 
271 ROOSEVELT AVE. .......ssessseeesseee 


. RTE S P.O. BOX 524... 
BOX 275 BROAD ST. ......ssssssccseseneonee 


173 BOSTON NECK RD. ...........-ssssssee 
ROCKY POINT PARK..... 
ELMWOOD AVE ......csesccsesssvessseessneennnnes 
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MARVIN, F 
RIVERBANKS PARK COMMISSION . 
WACCAMAW POTTERY, INC. ... 


WARNER, JEAN... 


NAME 


ABERDEEN PARKS & REC. DEPT... 

BEAR COUNTRY USA 

CITY OF WATERTOWN... 

GREAT PLAINS ZOO/PARK & REC. 
DEPT.. 

ROEBUCK, E | 

THOMAS, RALPH . 


NAME 


CITY OF CHATTANOOGA, 
CITY OF KNOXVILLE... 
CUMBERLAND MUS. & 
DELOZIER, BILL 

KEAR, ESTEL.... 
LIBERTYLAND .. 

MEMPHIS ZOO. & AQUARIUM. 


PORPOISE ISLAND 
RUCKER, H... 
TYTLANDSVIK, L & PETERSON, L. 


NAME 


ABILENE ZOOLOGICAL SOCIETY. 
ALLEN, DIANNE WILSON 


AMARILLO PARKS AND RECREATION _ 


DIVISION. 
ASTROWOARLD... 


BAYLOR UNIV.CHAMBER OF 


COMMERCE. 
BEGGS, R.K. 
BURNS, S & B... 
CALDWELL SCHOOLS INC. 
CIRCUS ROYAL 
CITY OF AUSTIN/PARKS & 
RECREATION DEPT.. 


FLORES, VICTOR CUPERTINO . 
FT WORTH ZOOL PK 


SOUTH CAROLINA—Continued 


DOING BUSINESS AS 


RIVERBANKS ZOO 


SOUTH DAKOTA 
DOING BUSINESS AS 


PO BOX 82 

500 WILDLIFE PARKWAY 

HIGHWAY 501 WEST 

116 CHESTER ST 

C/O LOG CABIN FLEA MARKET 17 
S. 


ADDRESS 


MUNICIPAL BLDG. 
R 2 BOX 628.. 


- 600 EAST 7TH... 


ROEBUCK’S DEERLAND. 
MARINE LIFE. 


TENNESSEE 
DOING BUSINESS AS 


WARNER PARK ZOO... pees 
KNOXVILLE ZOOLOGICAL PARK. - 


BEARLAND PARK: 
SMOKY MT. TRADING POS 
ANIMAL PALS PETTING ZOO. 


MILLS BROS. GIFT SHOP. 


RUCKERS UNCAGED LEOPARD. 
BUCK SORELL ENTERPR. ET AL 
TENNESSEE GAME FARM 


TEXAS 
DOING BUSINESS AS 


AMARILLO STORY ZOO... 


OCEAN ACTION 
GIANT SNAKES & OTHER THINGS... 
CALDWELL ZOO ce 


1 
134 A KEYSTONE RT.. 


ADDRESS 
1100 MCCALLIE AVE 
P.O. BOX 1631 .. 


GATLINBURG HWY... 
940 EARLY MAXWELL BLVD. 
2000 GALLOWAY AVE. 


2802 OPRYLAND DR 
PO BOX 976... 


PO BOX 1971... 


9001 KIRBY DRIVE 
BOX 225 UNION BUILDING 


P.O. BOX 5201 
P.O. BOX 516. 
PO BOX 428... 


401 DEEP EDDY AVE.. 


. CITY HALL 


DALLAS ZOO... 

EL PASO ZOOL. PARK.. 
FRANK BUCK MEMORIAL ZOO. 
HOUSTON ZOOL. GARDENS 
ELLEN TROUT ZOO... 


SLATON ZOO 
ALDINE ANIMAL CLINIC 


THE 
DIXIANA CIRCUS... 


COUGARS UNLIMITED.. 
JOE LEMKE’S CHIMPS.. 


621 E CLARENDON DR... 
NO 2 CIVIC CENTER PLAZA.. 


RT 10 BX 173 
RT 5 BOX 195 


R 3 BOX 762.. 
R3 BOX 762... 


405 C PINE CREST ... 
9530 MCCLUNG 


22719 ALDINE WESTFIELD 
1524 INVERNESS RD...... 
10300 HAWN FREEWAY . 


8310 GLEANNLOCH RD.. 
2407 KENWORTHY 


MYRTLE BEACH. 
SPARTANBURG .. 
SURFSIDE BEACH. 


RAPID CITY . 
WATERTOWN. 
SIOUX FALLS.. 


City 


CHATTANOOGA. 
KNOXVILLE 
NASHVILLE. 
PIGEON FORGE .. 
SEVIERVILLE .. 


OCEAN ACTION 
LEANDER .... 


’ AUSTIN 


CHILDRESS 
DALLAS... 

EL PASO... 
GAINESVILLE.. 
HOUSTON ... 
LUFKIN 
SINTON 


MCKINNEY .. 
SLATON... 
HOUSTON ... 
SAN MARCOS. 
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RT 1 BOX 306...... 
PO BOX 6166 


4712 VANCE RAD............ 


SOUTH TEXAS ZOOLOGICAL SOCIETY. 

SPRING LAKE PARK ZOO..)........-cssesesssesessee 

SPRINGDAY SIMIAN/AVIAN ‘SNT INC...... SPRINGDAY SIMIAN & AVIAN 
SANCTUARY INC.. 

STEELE, B.....00.00. 


WILLOW PARK ZOO.......cccsescesssesseensense 
. NATURE GUIDE FILMS .........--.c000000- < 


PO BOX 8475........ 


SANTA'S LAND INC. ..........00cesseee a 
TRUSTEES, VT VETS HOME 


RT 2 BOX 917-F...n.ncosccccescsesnccorscees 
DEPT. OF PARKS CITY HALL............. 
2400 WASHINGTON AVE. ...........0--s00 


MILL MOUNTAIN ZOO, One. 

NATURAL BRIDGE ZOOL. PARK .........000 . . 

PENINSULA NATURE & SCI. CTR... eccesensuseunnssesnnessennvessnsscessunseee 524 J CLYDE MORRIS BLVD... 
1228 HUNTER MILL ROAD.............. - 
PO BOX 142......... 
RT 1 BOX 27 2-A..neeesccsseesesveenceseonssnnves 

WUBI, GIEIIUG,.sccecsccscesscnseecscnecscccsvcors  -vesssnnsssansssssaszecseneece FAT 9 BOK D2... -ncccccoecnereensnsvsrernecsocnsoce 


AHERN, M & C....... 321 HARBOR STREET... 

ANDREWS, E . _ P.O. BOX 64... cone 
8012 SO TACOMA WAY... 
36201 KIT CORNER RD. S.... 


. 2102 SOUTH TACOMA WAY 





Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 32 / Wednesday, February 17, 1982 / Notices 


WASHINGTON—Continued 
NAME 
WOODLAND PARK ZOOL. GARDENS 


WHEELING PARK COMMISSION .. OGLEBAY'S GOOD ZOO.... 


WISCONSIN 
NAME DOING BUSINESS AS 


ARCADIA SPORTSMAN CLUB.. ooo 
BAMBI-LAND ING. ..........0..cseesseee — . RR1 BOX 16 
BAY BEACH WILDLIFE SANCTUARY....... . SANCTUARY AD.. 
+. BEHN GAME FARM. 
BROWN COUNTY PARK COMMISSION... BROWN COUNTY 
REFORESTATION CAMP. 
CARLINO, JR, CJ 
CARSON INTERNATIONAL 
CHEVRIER, JR., WJ ... 


CITY OF BLACK RIVER FALLS. 


’ IRVINE PARK ZOO... 
. LAKESIDE PARK ZOO 


CITY OF MANITOWOC... ; ¥ e 
CITY OF MARSHFIELD... ; 112 E 2ND ST... 

. MENOMINEE PARK ZOO... 

. RACINE ZOOLOGICAL PARK 


116 EAST THIRD AVE 
211-12TH AVE SOUTH 


COTTON PATCH SUPPER CLUB . 
DEER PARK ATHLETIC CLUB... 


FRANZEN BROS. CIRCUS, INC. RT. 1 BOX 173. 
PUBLIC NATATORIUM 628 N. BROADWAY. 
970 SPRING RD... 


HENRIKSEN, 
HENRY VILAS PARK 
HISTORIC SITES FOUNDATION, INC... 


10001 WEST BLUEMOUND RD 


. 3401 MILTON AVE.... 
WISCONSIN 
PREHISTORIC LAND. 
. EAGLE PASS PARK on .. EAGEL RIVER 
os NEW BERLIN. 


pon AT 1... 
J R RANCH ¢ Moe 
REVELLE'S LANDING.. RFD 3 
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WISCONSIN—Continued 
NAME DOING BUSINESS AS ADDRESS city 


WELCH, FRANCIS MUSEUM BAR.............--0ccsesseerssemeeeee LUGER STAR ROUTE BOX 255......... PHILLIPS .........-cccsersonnseresneesate 
WEST SALEM ROD & GUN CLUB. .. LACROSSE CO. FARM... . WEST SALEM * 


WHITE BIRCH FISHERIES INC. ocsatistitieaptendinajectedvinsaspiinecsioees aa . BOULDER JUNCTION 
BLACKHAWK CAMP GROUNDS. ‘ . MILTON......... 


WILKINSON GIFT SHOP INC 7 = WASCOTT..... 
VALLE; @ .ic:.2....... .. WILLE’S GAME FARM. : neon 


WOODSIDE RANCH.... ... WOODSIDE RANCH...... 


WYOMING 
NAME DOING BUSINESS AS 
CITY OF CHEYENNE PARKS/REC DEPT LIONS PARK NATIVE ANIMAL C10 W 9TH STs... Cee 
DISPLAY. 


{FR Doc. 3703 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-34-F 
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Animal and Plant Health Inspection Service 


Animal Welfare; List of Registered Exhibitors 


The following list is being published to give notice to the public of exhibitors currently registered under the Animal 
Welfare Act (7 U.S.C. 2131 et seq.). Such notice does not come under E.O. 12291, since it is not a rule. Therefore, pursuant to 
the provisions of the Animal Welfare Act and the regulations thereunder (9 CFR Part 2), notice is hereby given that the 
exhibitors listed below are registered under said Act (Section 6, 80 Stat 351, as amended (7 U.S.C. 2136)) 


Done at Washington, D.C., this 28th day of January 1982. 
J. K. Atwell, 
Deputy Administrator, Veterinary Services. 


CALIFORNIA 


DEPT. OF PARKS.& RECREATIONS LOS ANGELES 
4. 


. 28.661 AT S3.................. 
BOX 349 ROUTE 4 oevncssnennemunrce 


CITY OF MASON CITY................... «PARK DEPT. 19 8, DELAWARE AVE 
1OWA STATE CONSERVATION COMM 
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1OWA—Continued 

NAME 
OSBORNE CONSERVATION CENTER 
POLK COUNTY CONSERVATION 


BOARD. 
RICHARD N. IHLE 


ISSAC W. BERNHEIM FOUNDATION........ wosensee BERNHEIM FORREST... 
OTTER CREEK PARK 


MAINE 
NAME DOING BUSINESS AS 


MAINE DEPT. OF MARINE RESOURCES MARINE RESOURCES 
LABORATORY. 


DIVISION OF FISHERS & WILDLIFE 
EASTOVER FARM. 


BELLE ISLE NATURE CTR. .........-ccsecssesssees . BELLE ISLE PARK...................... agecencee 
BINDER PARK ZOOLOGICAL SOCIETY, » 7500 DIVISION DR........e-eenseseonesnenene 


INC.. 
EDWARDS, JOHNNIE... 


. GIBBS COUNTRY STORE ‘ 
CRE Fi isceccenctniticn 


; HARBOR SPRINGS DEER PARK...... 170 ZOLL ST. .. 
. DEER RANCH. 


sgGbGG8e G0500028 28 


8 
3 


. 11986 E. ARNOLD LAKE AD.............. 
. RT 2,1781 COLDWATER RD . 
11350-22 MILE AD.. 


IRON MOUNTAIN CITY PARK... 
JOHN HENES PARK. ii companaeyessannn 
"S FISH & GAME PARK... 


d SESRERERRGERIEIN 
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MICHIGAN—Continued 
DOING BUSINESS AS ZIP CODE 


. BAMBI PARK PO BOX 215 . @ 49801 

.«« 1694 S WASHIN 2 a 48601 

SPICKERMAN, H ... 4 . sn 48878 
STEPHENS, YR. YVONNE AND HER FRIENDS... 0 . = 49690 
TESCH, H... LENAWEE INSTITUTE ... .. 3046 SUTTON RD... 7 = 49221 
WAFFLE, EJ .. ose .. 2416 ALDRICH RD.. . o se 49092 
WALTZ, DB... cose .. 1217 ST ANDREWS DR. . “ 2 48640 
WEINKE, A & PAUL BUNYON LOOKOUT... .. 6795 NO HURON RD. - eeee “o 48762 
WILDER, D.. . WHOOPEE BOWL.. 9580 DIXIE HWY...... . ce 48016 


MINNESOTA 


REGISTRA- NAME DOING BUSINESS AS 
TION 
NUMBER 
411001 ALEXANDRIA DEER PARK... cj: ae ALEXANDRIA ... 
411005 e . 
411009 ce .. 7210 FREMONT ST. 
411032 OLMSTED COUNTY PARK & REC. DIVN. OXBOW PARK WILDLIFE EXHIBIT... 1421-3RD AVE. S.E. 


MISSOURI 
DOING BUSINESS AS 


LONE ELK PARK 


MONTANA 


NEBRASKA 
DOING BUSINESS AS 


NEVADA 
DOING BUSINESS AS 


VERGIS, SHERRY .. 


NEW YORK 


NORTH CAROLINA 
DOING BUSINESS AS 


CHARLOTTE NATURE MUSEUM, INC...... ... 1658 STERLING RD..... 
ENVIRONMENTAL ED., REC., & RES. iw RT. 1, BOX 401 
GRANDFATHER MOUNTAIN, INC. ... 


NATURE CNTR. OF FORSYTH CO., INC. 
NORTH CAROLINA MUSEUM OF LIFE & 
SCIENCE. 


REGISTRA- 
TION . 
NUMBER 
> 31E14 
31E197 
HISTORY. 
31E47 . DAYTON MUSEUM OF NATURAL HIST... 
31E110 ELYRIA PARKS & RECREATION DEPT.... 
31E146 Fi 
31E293 
31E117 





REGISTRA- 
TION 
NUMBER 


31E33 


31E249 
31E107 

31E58 
31E122 


REGISTRA- 
TION 
NUMBER 
74RE2 
74RES 


74RE18 
74RE17 


REGISTRA- 
TION 
NUMBER 
831001 
831004 
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NAME 
LAKE ERIE JUNIOR NATURE & 
SCIENCE CENTER. 
SIEDEL'’S FUN FARM, INC. 


WORK, RM & IS 


SMITH, WC 


CITY OF ANDREWS. 

FT. WORTH MUSEUM OF SCIENCE & 
HISTORY. 

INNER SPACE. 

UNIVERSITY OF HOUSTON 


ST. OF WA DEPT OF GAME 


MEADOWS, ER 


WISCONSIN DEPT. OF NATURAL 
RESOURCES. 


CITY OF CHEYENNE 
WIND RIVER RANCH 


[FR Doc. 3704 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 3410-34-F 


OH!IO—Continued 


DOING BUSINESS AS 


NELSON LEDGE PARK 44231 


SOUTH CAROLINA 


DOING BUSINESS AS 


. WILSON’S TRUCK STOP. 


TEXAS 


DOING BUSINESS AS 


WASHINGTON 


DOING BUSINESS AS 


GAME FARM SYSTEM 


WEST VIRGINIA 


DOING BUSINESS AS 


WYOMING 
DOING BUSINESS AS 


LIONS PARK... 


« 601 E 72ND ST. ....... 


R 2, BOX 292 


ADDRESS 
MUNICIPAL ADM. BLDG 
1501 MONTGOMERY ST.... 


HWY 1H35-SOUTH 
BOX 240 UNIV. CTR... 


ADDRESS 


RT. 4, BOX 107 


CITY-COUNTY BLDG. . 





Wednesday 
February 17, 1982 


Part V 


Department of 
Agriculture 


Animal and Plant Health Inspection 
Service 


Animal Welfare; List of Registered 
Carriers and Intermediate Handlers 
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 
Animal and Piant Health Inspection Service 
Animal Welfare; List of Registered Carriers and Intermediate Handiers 


The following list is being published to give notice to the public of carriers and intermediate handlers currently registered 
under the Animal Welfare Act (7 U.S.C. 2131 et seq.). Such notice does not come under E.O. 12291, since it is not a rule. 
Therefore, pursuant to the provisions of the Animal Welfare Act and the regulations thereunder (9 CFR Part 2), notice is 
hereby given that the carriers and intermediate handlers listed below are registered under said Act (Section 6, 80 Stat 351, as 


amended (7 U.S.C. 2136)): 


Done at Washington, D.C., this 28th day of January 1982. 


J. K. Atwell, 
Deputy Administrator, Veterinary Services. 


MACKALL, B & C 


TAILWAGGERS’ LODGE 
WIEN AIR ALASKA, INC 


SYKES, M & J... 
WESTHAFER, B & B... 
ZEIGLER, VIRGIL. 


AIR CALIFORNIA. 


INC. 


CONTINENTAL AIR LINES, INC. 


EL SUPERBA KENNELS 


MITCHELL, JIMMY R. . 
PETAXI, INC. ..:...-20000 
ROSSINIE, DORIS M.... 

SCOTT, JANICE... 

SEACREST KENN! 

STEIN, C&A 

SWIFT AIRE LINES, INC. 

THE FLYING TIGER LINE, INC. 


WESTERN AIR LINES, INC.... 


WHEELER'S AIRPORT AN. SHELTER... 


ALABAMA 
DOING BUSINESS AS 


KOUNTRY K-9 KENNELS 


ALASKA 


ARIZONA 
DOING BUSINESS AS 


. COLONIAL PET SALON 


CANINE COUNTRY CLUB... 
A-A DOGGIE DUDE RANCH... 
AIRPORT INN PET LODGE 


SUN CITY BOARDING KENNELS ...... 
9573 E. MILLMAR RD... 


ARKANSAS 
DOING BUSINESS AS 


CALIFORNIA 
DOING BUSINESS AS 


ANIMAL TRANSPOAT.. 
LIVING SPECIALTIES... 


BRAVURA KENNELS... 
ALL PET TRANSPT. SERVICE 
RED STAR KENNEL 


WEST WIND KENNEL... 
GREENBACK PET RESORT . 


«.. ROLAND'S DOG GROOMING... 


ADDRESS 


4100 INTL. AIRPORT RD 


. 8005 E ROOSEVELT... 


2332 E WASHINGTON. 
1381 W HATCHER ROAD ... 


6744 W ASTOR RD... 


2509 WEST ZINNIA... 
7100 WEST BOPP... 


- P.O. BOX 1344....... 


NEWPORT BEACH... 


.. 7300 WORLD WAY WEST... 
. 5441 HACKBERRY LN. 


13615 VICTORY BLVD. 


«.. 334 GLENDURA CIRCLE Bs 
’ ‘SAN-FRANCISCO INTL. AIRPORT 


9014 PERSHING DR. 
4124 VICTORIA AVE LOS ANGELES.. 

. CAMPBELL... 
ws LOS ANGELES.. 
+ CAMPBELL... 
«WOODLAND... 

. SAN DIEGO... 
we WACAVILLE..... 

. SAN FRANCISCO. 
2130 S CUCAMONGA AVE. 
8311 GREENBACK LANE 
P.O. BOX 1214 

SUNVIEW 
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BOWMAN, B & C.... 
BRAVO'S PET PICK 


KENNEL ESTATES, LTD.... 
PEGASUS PET SHIPPING 
PIONEER AIRWAYS INC 

ROCKY MOUNTAIN AIRWAYS . 
SHAVANO AiR, INC. .... 

STAR AIRWAYS, INC. . 

TENAKER KENNEL, INC. 
WOODMEN BOARDING KENNELS... 


COSMOPOLITAN CANINE CARRIERS 
INC. 


HOPMEADOW BOARDING KENNELS, 


INC. 
LEVINE, MARK..... 
OCEAN AIRWAYS, 
PILGRIM AIRLINES 


AIR ANIMAL, INC. 

AIR FLORIDA, INC... 

AIRLIFT INTER. INC... 
AMERICAN PET SERVICES COR 
ANIMAL LOVERS’ PET CTR... 

B & B KENNELS INC. ......... 
BARON’S K-9 HOTEL, INC 


UTIL. SERV. CORP OF AM. INC 
WALKER, J & J........ asiensin 


2200 AIRWAY AVE. .........--.2-cc-eoneeeree —o 
PO BOX 38647 AMF STAPLETON 


3333 QUEBEC ST. SUITE 9200... 
806 WAGON WHEEL DRIVE... 
8250 SMITH AD. ....... 

. 2200 AIRWAY AVE. .. 


KENNELS. 


3333 QUEBEC ST #4080... 
HANGER 6 STAPLETON APRT.. 


. 6440 N OLD HIWAY 85-87 .. 


20 DAY HILL RD... 


2811 HEBREN AVE .. 
... 47 PATRIA ROAD......... 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 
ADDRESS 


WASHINGTON NAT. AIRPORT .......... 


ADDRESS 


. 4805 WEST GRAY ST... _ 
3600 NW 79TH AVE., SUITE 590. 


10789 BISCAYNE BLVD... 
1040 NW 53RD ST... 


DRIFTWOOD KENNELS ... 
GEORGE’S KENNELS.. . 

RT 2 BOX 572 se 
. BLD 2143 MIAD, P.O. BOX 522911... 


" §040 NE 13 AVE.......... 


. 7771 W FLAGLER ST....... 
PO BOX 592055, AMF.. 

. 14405 NW 7TH AVE...... 
1224 N.E. 144TH ST. 





2 
seokil 


s 


GAH4 
GAHS 
GAHI 
GAH3 
REGISTRA- 
TION 
NUMBER 
HIH2 
HITS 
HITS 
HIT2 
HIS 
HITe 
HIT 
HIH3 
HITS 
HIH6 
Hie 
REGISTRA- 
THON 
NUMBER 
1DH3 
10H2 
ora 
(DHS 
REGISTRA- 
TION 
wT2 
1LHS 
tLH9 
1LH4 
WH2 
ILH8 
tLH3 
1LH6 


4 


he 
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AMBERY, P.& DANIEL, M qn nseessvecennees 
ATLANTA BAGGAGE AND EXPRESS CO 
C & H COURIERS INC. .......cseesieeeescernererenses 
DELTA AIR LINES, INC... 


HAWAIIAN HUMANE SOCIETY - 
‘HORIZON CARGO TRANS. INC. 


HARLAN, G&S. evccesereveessevevecenenssneesessnveees 


4419 COWAN BLVD... 
HARTSFIELD ATLANTA INTL. ‘ARPT. 
RT 6 BOX 129 US 19 SOUTH............ 


ADDRESS 


1050 KIKOWAENA PL........0« etpoeveeseanee - 


1164 BISHOP ST, SUITE 800... 


‘ 2700 WAIALAE AVE..... 


.. 999 € TOUHY AVE............ 
. 7233 MADISON STREET.. 


ONE PET LANE. 





nssssacerssencecsctmeemeceee 3710 ROBERTSON ST BOX 683... 


CUMBERLAND AIRLINES... 
GIBSON AVIATION, INC. 


AIR NEW ENGLAND, INC. 


FRAHMANN, M & G........... 
PATRIOT TRUCKING INC... 3 0 
PROVINCETOWN-BOSTON AIRLINE, Pppcilniitinssinalpstaenstsase 


CEDARSHAKE KENNEL ...................... 


NORTHWEST AIRLINES, INC. a = ST. PAUL INTL. AIRPORT 
REPUBLIC AIRLINES INC. .......... onccavessoncsrnntitishinssaistaicnansss  EORD. BOK 160F 


MILLER AIR TRANSPORTERS, INC.......... 


| 


B & L TRANSPOAT.... 


GOLDEN POST KENNELS, L.T.D. ... 
KENNELWOOD VILLAGE INC. 


LIMKEMANN, L & A. 
OZARK AIR LINES, INC. 
RYBOLT, PAT 


SESEEE BSESE 
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AMERICAN ANIMAL SERVICES, INC. 


AIRLINE ANIMAL TRANSPORTATION... 
GRADLYN’KENNELS INC 

HAY HILL KENNELS, INC. . 

HOLLY CREEK KENNEL 

MANHARD, GM & RC 


MULSBURY, F & H 

PURR N POOCH INC.. 

ROXDANE KENNELS INC.. 
WORLDWIDE PET TRAVEL SERVICE 


ED’S FLYING SERVICE, INC. ...... 
FLEMING, DAVID. 

LUJAN, P & M.. 

PARCEL DELIVER 

RAWHIDE EXPRESS... 

ROSS AVIATION INC... 
SUMMERS, T & V 


ADD-EN-ON KENNELS, INC. .. 


EAGLE HILL DOG CENTER INC 

FISHERS ISLAND FERRY DISTRICT 

FLYING FUR PET TRAVEL SERVICE 

HICKEY, R..... 

INTRONE, S.. 

NEZELEK, R & MALICK, D. 

oe! AMERICAN WORLD AIRWAYS, 
INC.. 

PEDONE, DAVID L 

PET ENTERPRISES TOTAL SERVICES... 


SEABOARD WORLD AIRLINES... 
TAUGHANNOCK AVIATION CORP..... 
TEDESCHI, C. 


TRANS WORLD AIRLINES, INC. 
‘WORLD WIDE PET TRANSPORT 


LITTLE MOUNTAIN AIRPORT, INC. .. 
PIEDMONT AVIATION, INC...... 
PINEHURST AIRLINES, INC...... 


FUR FIN & FEATHER PET CENTER. 


EMERALD ACRES PET MOTEL. 
. MT ETTRICK PET RESORT 


NEVADA 


58 KINDERKAMACK RD. 
. SYKESVILLE ROAD. 
. 905 N WASHINGTON AVE... 
R.0. 3 TAUNTON AD. .......... 
HILLSBOROUGH BOARDING ROYCEFIELD RD PO BOX 692......... 5 
KENNELS. 
CHERRY LANE KENNELS RD 2 BOX 168 
ons . STATE HIGHWAY 35. 
75 STIRLING RD.. 
. 7 LEE LANE 


NEW MEXICO 


ALAMO KENNELS & PET SHOP. 


. COUNTRY. BOARDING KENNELS 


P.O. BOX 9112. 
. PO BOX 9124 
5100 E MAIN. 


NEW YORK 
DOING BUSINESS AS 


. PO BOX 307 GRAVES RD... 


133 SO. 41 AVE. .... 
680 ATLANTIC AVE.. cous 
« FD 5 BOX 281A MARIAVILLE AD...... 
« AIRPORT RD AT 5... cone 
. 200 PARK AVE....... 


4225 GENESEE STREET. 
1926 DEER PARK AVE.... 


PEDONE TRUCKING INC 
WILLOW KENNELS/ANIMAL 
TRAVEL AGEN.. 
179-15 149TH AVE 
ee BLDG 260 JFK INT'L ARPT....csscccsssssee 
. 485 MIDLINE RD cone 
59-50 56TH RAOD.... 


.« AT 1 BOX 310 
. WINSTON-SALEM.. 
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GT WESTERN AIRLINES, INC.... 


ANDERSON, L & HALL, R 
BENTON HUMANE SOCIETY .. 


EVERGREEN INTL AIRLINES INC. 
GROUPE, J.RA. ... a 
HICKMAN, J... 


ORH8 LUDLOW, C & ML. 


CARIBBEAN AIR SERVICES... 
FLAMENCO AIRWAYS, INC...... 


NORTH DAKOTA 
DOING BUSINESS AS 


RT 2 BOX 740... 


RIVERSIDE VETERINARY CLINIC 
ARCHERS BOARDING KENNELS & 18750 SW PACIFIC HWY.. 
BOTIQUE. 
32234 COUNTRY RD. .....-....0-ssseeseveeeene 


. 2717 WEST 26TH ST... 
1119 HAVENFORD RD. 


1019 LST AVE. SO. ...... aceweenecece 
PO BOX 191 PLATE SPRINGS RD... 
HARMON RD RT2 BOX 207V........... 0 
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TENNESSEE 


MID-TENN AVIATION CO 


AAA KENNEL, INC. ....... 

AIR CARGO EXPRESS. 
AIR/FRATE TRANSPORTATION 
AMERICAN AIRLINES, INC. 


ANIMAL CARE CENTER. 
BOOKER, JR. SM 

BRANIFF AIRWAYS, 
COUNTRY KENNEL 

FLYING FUR PET TRANSFER 


HUB CITY DELIVERY, INC... 
KENTREE BOARDING KENNELS... 


LONE STARR DELIVERY, INC. 
MANNING MAX, INC. 

METRO AIRLINES 

MORGAN EXPRESS, 

PRAEGER, DS JR 

RIO AIRWAYS INC... 

SMB STAGE LINES INC... 

SUN CITY DELIVERY, INC... 

TEXAS INTL. AIRLINES, INC. ........ssescerssees 


K ae 
. RICK & PAT’S PET CENTER & 


PRECISION VALLEY AVIATION 


ANIMAL AIRLINE... 


RAMSEY, MARY WELLS... 
STONEHEAD DOG RANCH......... 


VIRGIN ISLANDS 


NAME DOING BUSINESS AS 


AERO VIRGIN ISLANDS... 
ANTILLES AIR BOATS, INC. 
EASTERN CARIBBEAN AIRW. 


LIAT (1974), LIMITED 
MARSHALL'S AIR, INC..... 
TRANS COMMUTER AIRLINES .. 
V | A HELICOPTERS. 

VIRGIN AIR, INC. 


WASHINGTON 


NAME DOING BUSINESS AS 


AIRBORNE FREIGHT CORP..... 
ALASKA AIRLINES 
ARNOLD, D.... 


Ww + 
ATWOOD, L... . KELLY’S KENNELS....... 


93316 GLANDE RD..........---sv0000 
.. 2227 E. UNION BOWER 

.. BOX 60523 AMF . 

. PO BOX 61616... 


. 6321 BISSONNET 


101 E NOLAN TRAIL... 
PO BOX 35001 
RT 2, BOX 178 


. 623 EAST DALLAS ROAD. 
" P.O. BOX 2036... 


14934 VERA DR... 


. 6907 PASCO CT.. 


P.O. BOX 6005 


. 400 CASCADE 


P.O. BOX 58608 . 
10130 MONROE 


. 7817 SOUTH COOPER S 


1060 EAST NORTHWEST HWY... 


"P.O, BOX 9916 voerrsnnn 
. PO BOX 12788 


SPRINGFIELD AIRPORT ......+...-csssseseee 


. RT 1 BOX 260 
”. 2780 S. JEFFERSON 
’ 4500 UPPER CUB RUN DRIVE. 


se ARLINGTON... 

. CHANTILLY . 
PO BOX 213.... CHANTILLY .. 
RT 1 BOX 383 


R.D.1. BOX 163A.. 


ADDRESS 


. P.O. BOX 546... 


VETERANS DR, 
BOX 6981 


1 GASVERKS GADE BLDG. NO. 1... 
INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT... . 
P.O. BOX 9710... 
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REGISTRA- 


TION 
NUMBER 
wvTt 


REGISTRA- 
TION 
NUMBER 
wit? 
WiH1 
WIH2 


[FR Doc. 3705 Filed 2- 16 82; 8:45 ama] 
BILLING CODE 3410-34-F 


WASHINGTON—Continued 
ADORESS 


22211 RUSSELL AD............... 
12516 PACIFIC HWY SO ... 
14043 24TH AVE SO 

2412 224TH EAST 

1043 SO 140TH. 


.. OUTAGAMIE CTY AIRPORT. 
---- 6068 NORTH 115TH ST. ... 
GOLRUSK PET CARE CENTER... 1991 ALLOUEZ AVE. 








Wednesday 
February 17, 1982 


! 


Part Vi 


Department of 
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Antitrust Division 


United States v. Western Electric 
Company, Inc., and American Telephone 
& Telegraph Company; Competitive 
Impact Statement in Connection With 
Proposed Modification of Final Judgment 
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DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
Antitrust Division 


United States v. Western Electric 
Company, Inc., and American 
Telephone & Telegraph Company; 
Competitive Impact Statement in 
Connection With Proposed 
Modification of Final Judgment 


Notice is hereby given that, pursuant 
to an order of the United States District 
Court for the District of Columbia dated 
January 21, 1982, in Civil Actions No. 74- 
1698 and 82-0192, as amended by an 
order of the same Court dated February 
5, 1982, a Competitive Impact Statement, 
as set forth below, has been filed with 
the Court in connection with the 
proposed Modification of Final 
Judgment previously filed on January 8, 
1982, and now pending before that 
Court. 

The complaint in United States v. 
Western Electric Co., Inc., et al. 
(originally filed in 1949 in the District 
Court in New Jersey as Civil No. 17-49) 
alleged that the defendants had 
monopolized and restrained trade in 
production, manufacture, distribution, 
sale and installation of telephone 
equipment in violation of Sections 1, 2 
and 3 of the Sherman Act. The 
complaint in United States v. American 
Telephone & Telegraph co., et al., (Civil 
No. 74-1698) alleged that the defendants 
had monopolized telecommunications 
services and equipment in violation of 
Section 2 of the Sherman Act. 

The January 1956; final judgment in 
United States v. Western Electric Co., 
Inc., et al., generally prohibited AT&T 
from engaging in any business other 

. than provision of common carrier 
communications services, prohibited 
Western Electric from manufacturing 
types of equipment other than those sold 
to AT&T for use in furnishing common 
carrier communications services, and 
required licensing of certain AT&T 
patents. The proposed modification 
would vacate the provisions of the 1956 
judgment and substitute provisions 
requiring the divestiture by AT&T of the 
exchange telecommunications and 
exchange access functions of the 22 
operating telephone companies now 
owned by AT&T. The proposed 
modification also includes injunctive 
provisions designed to ensure that the 
operating companies do not 
disadvantage any firm engaged in the 
provision of interexchange 
telecommunications services, 
information services, or 
telecommunications equipment. 


In accordance with the Court's order 
of January 21, 1982, the Competitive 
Impact Statement recites: 

“(1) The nature and purpose of the 
proceedings; 

(2) A description of the practices or 
events giving rise to the alleged 
violation of the antitrust laws; 

(3) An explanation of the proposal, 
including an explanation of any unusual 
circumstances giving rise to the proposal 
or any provisions contained therein, 
relief to be obtained thereby, and the 
anticipated effects on competition of 
such relief; 

(4) The remedies available to potential 
private plaintiffs damaged by the 
alleged violation in the event that the 
Modification of Final Judgment and the 
Dismissal are entered in these 
proceedings; 

(5) A description of the procedures 
available for modification of the 
proposal; and, 

(6) A description and evaluation of 
alternatives to the proposal actually 
considered by the United States. 

The proposed Modification of Final 
Judgement was previously published in 
the Federal Register on January 28, 1982 
(Vol. 47, No. 19, Pp. 4166-70). For ease of 
reference, it is republished herein 
following the Competitive Impact 
Statement. Copies of both documents 
are available on request to the address 
given below or by calling (202) 724-8273. 
Copies are also available for inspection 
at the Clerks’ Offices of the United 
States District Courts for the following 
Districts: Central District of California, 
Northern District of California, Southern 
District of California, District of 
Colorado, District of Columbia, Middle 
District of Florida, Southern District of 
Florida, Northern District of Georgia, 
Northern District of Illinois, Eastern 
District of Louisiana, District of 
Maryland, District of Massachusetts, 
Eastern District of Michigan, District of 
Minnesota, Eastern District of Missouri, 
District of New Jersey, Southern District 
of New York, Northern District of Ohio, 
Southern District of Ohio, Eastern 
District of Pennsylvania, Western 
District of Pennsylvania, Northern 
District of Texas, Southern District of 
Texas, Eastern District of Virginia, 
Western District of Washington, and the 
Eastern District of Wisconsin. 

Comments to the Department of 
Justice and the Court’concerning the 
proposed modifications are invited from 
members of the public on or before April 
20, 1982. They should be directed to 
Gerald A. Connell, Chief, United States 

‘v. ATGT Trial Staff, Antittrust Division, 
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Department of Justice, Washington, D.C. 
20530. 

Joseph H. Widmar, 

Director of Operations, Antitrust Division. 


U.S. District Court for the District of 
Columbia 


United States of America, Plaintiff, v. 
American Telephone & Telegraph Company; 
Western Electric Company, Inc.; and Bell 
Telephone Laboratories, Inc., Defendants. 


Civil Action No. 74-1698. 


United States of America, Plaintiff, v. 
Western Electric Company, Inc., and 
American Telephone & Telegraph Company, 
Defendants. 

Civil Action No. 82-0192. 


Competitive Impact Statement 


Introduction 


On January 8, 1982, the United States and 
the American Telephone and Telegraph 
Company filed in the United States District 
Court for the District of New Jersey and 
agreed upon modification to the Final 
Judgement entered in United States v. 
Western Electric Co., et al., (CA No. 17-49). 
The Proposed modification would vacate the 
1956 Judgement in its entirety and substitute 
various structural and injuctive provisions. 
The parties also filed a motion to transfer 
that case to the United States District Court 
for the District of Columbia. Simultaneously, 
the parties filed in the District Court for the 
District of Columbia a Stipulation for 
Voluntary Dismissal of United States v. 
American Telephone and Telegraph 
Company, et al. (CA No. 74-1698). 

Because the Modification of Final Judgment 
would require a basic restructuring of the 
telecommunications industry and therefore 
necessarily affect vital public concerns, the 
parties agreed that procedures identical to 
those called for by the Antitrust Procedures 
and Penalties Act, 15 U.S.C. 16(b) et seg. 
(“Tunney Act”), should be followed in 
connection with the Modification's entry. The 
parties notified the Court to this effect by 
memorandum of January 8, 1982.1 On January 
14, 1982, the New Jersey District Court 
granted the parties’ motion to transfer United 
States v. Western Electric to the United 
States District Court for the District of 
Columbia. By Order of January 21, 1982, this 
Court directed, inter alia, that the United 
States file with the Court and publish in the 
Federal Register a competitive impact 
statement setting forth: 

(1) The nature and purpose of the 
proceeding; 

(2) A description of the practices or events 
giving rise to the alleged violation of the 
antitrust laws; 

(3) An explanation of the proposal, 
including an explanation of any unusual 
circumstances giving rise to the proposal or 
any provision contained therein, relief to be 


* Memorandum in Connection with Stipulation 
and Modification of Final Judgment filed in the New 
Jersey District Court on January 8, 1982, a copy of 
which has been provided to the District of Columbia 
District Court. 
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obtained thereby, and the anticipated effects 
on competition of such relief; 

(4) The remedies available to potential 
private plaintiffs damaged by the 
violation in the event that the Modification of 

Final Judgment and the Dismissal are entered 

in these proceedings; 

(5) A description of the procedures 
— for modification of the proposal; 
ani 

(6) A description and evaluation of 
alternatives to the proposal actually 
considered by the United States. 

This Statement is submitted pursuant to 
that Order: 


I. Nature and Purpose of Proceedings 

Twice in a span of twenty-five years the 
United States has brought civil actions under 
the Sherman Act seeking structural 
reorganization of the American Telephone 
and Telegraph Company and its affiliates 
(“AT&F”) and other injunctive relief.? 
Throughout the period addressed in the two 
cases, AT&T has encompassed, within a 
single firm, three vertically-connected 
enterprises: The manufacture of 
telecommunications equipment, the provision 
of intercity services, and an — of 

local franchise monopolies serving over 
eighty percent of the telephones in the United 
States. The basic theory of both the Western 
Electric and AT&T cases was that, as a rate 
base/rate of return regulated monopolist, 
AT&T has had both the incentive and the 
= through cross-subsidization and 
discriminatory actions, to leverage the power 
it enjoys in its regulated monopoly markets to 
foreclose or the development of 
competition in related, potentially 
competitive markets. 

The 1949 Western Electric case focused 
primarily on the effects AT&T's structure and 
consequent practices were alleged to have 
had on the development of competition in the 
telecommunications equipment industry, the 
area of AT&T's operations in which, in the 
technology of the time, competition was 
possible.* The United States accordingly 
sought a judgment that the defendents had 
violated Sections 1, 2 and 3 of the Sherman 
Act, and structural and injunctive relief, 
including the following: 

(a) The divestiture by AT&T of its stock 
ownership in the Western Electric Company, 
and the dissolution of the Western Electric 
Company into three parts; 

(b) The termination of various exclusive 
relationships between AT&T and Western 
Electric; 


*United States v. Western Electric Company, Inc. 
and American Telephone & Telegraph Company, 
Civil Action No. 17-49 MNJ .) filed January 14, 1949 

Case"); U 


Sherman Act (15 U.S. 1, 2-and 3). 


(c) A complete separation of the business 
of m telephone equipment for the 
Bell System from the business of offering 
telephone service; 

(d) The divestiture by Western Electric-of 
its fifty percent interest in Bell Telephone 
Laboratories; 

(e) Compulsory licensing of all patents and 
patent rights owned or controiled by AT&T 
and its then-affiliated companies, to all 
applicants on a non-discriminatory and 
reasonable royalty basis. 

On January 24, 1956, with the consent of 
the parties, the District Court for the District 
of New Jersey entered a decree providing 
some, but not all, of the relief sought by the 
United States. The 1956 Judgment sought to 
minimize the anti-competitive effects 
allegedly produced by AT&T's structure, not 
by means of structural changes, but, instead, 
principally by limiting the business activities 
in which AT&T could engage. The 1956 
Judgment enjoined AT&T and its subsidiaries, 
other than Western Electric, from engaging in 
any business other than the furnishing of 
common carrier communications services, 
with certain enumerated exceptions. Western 
Electric was enjoined from manuf: 
any type of equipment not sold or leased for 
use within the Bell System, subject to specific 
exceptions. In addition, the Final Judgment 
obligated AT&T to grant non-exclusive 
licenses under all existing and future AT&T 
patents to all applicants. With certain 
exceptions, AT&T was entitled to collect 
reasonable royalties from all such licenses. 
The Judgment also provided that applicants 
for the licenses required by the Judgment 
would be obliged to grant to the Bell System 
on request, at reasonable royalties, licenses 
under patent rights held by the applicant 
relating to equipment useful in furnishing 
common carrier communications services. 
The Final Judgment contained other 
provisions, including obligations to furnish 
specified technical information in connection 
with patent licenses, and a prohibition of 
acquisition by the defendants of any firm 
engaged in the manufacture, distribution, or 
sale of equipment useful in furnishing 
common carrier communications services 
without prior approval of the Court. 

Developments subsequent to entry of the 
1956 Judgment made it increasingly evident 
that the Judgment could not ed actions 
that, in the view of the Department of justice, 
unreasonably restrained competition in 
telecommunications equipment markets, 
including customer premises equipment. Nor, 
given its primary focus on 
telecommunications could the 
Judgment prevent the effects that AT&T's 
structure could have on the development of 
competition in the provision of intercity 


firm's continued control of the local franchise 
the United States instituted an 

action on November 20, 1974, in the United 

States District Court for the District of 

Columbia, naming as defendants the 

Ameria TapulidsGediipaehGecgeny 
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(AT&T), the Western Electric Company, Inc. 
(a wholly-owned subsidiary of AT&T), and 
Bell Telephone Laboratories, Inc. {owned 
jointly by AT&T and Western Electric). The 
1974 complaint alleged that the defendants 
had engaged in a combination and 
conspiracy to monopolize, had attempted to 
monopolize, and had mono;olized interstate 
trade and commerce in telecommunications 
services and telecommunications equipment 
in violation of Section 2 of the Sherman Act 
(15 U.S.C. 2) and sought divestiture from 
AT&T of the Bell operating companies and 
divestiture and dissolution of Western 
Electric. Prior to commencement of trial,* the 
United States refined its relief request, in 
light of regulatory actions permitting 
competition in basic long distance services 
that had occurred since the suit was filed, to 
seek divestiture of the Bell‘operating 
companies from AT&T in a manner that 
would separate the local exchange functions 
of the operating companies from AT&T's 
interexchange, manufacturing and ether 
functions.* 

While the 1974 case has been pending, 
issues closely related to those that the case 
concerned, including issues of equal access 
and procurement of telecommunications 
equipment, became the subjects of extensive 
debate in Congress and before the Federal 
Communications Commission (“FCC”). The 
debate has focused, in particular, on the 
possibility of regulatory mechanisms to 
govern and prevent abuse of the relationship 
between AT&T's local franchise 
and its activities in markets in which 
competition had, or was expected to, emerge, 
particularly the markets for customer 
premises equipment and for what have come 
to be termed “enhanced” or “information” 
services. Throughout these debates, a central 
question has been the continued utility'of the 
1956 Judgment's restrictions on AT&T's 
activities—restrictions that place an artificial 
and anti-competitive barrier to AT&T's 
participation in computer and other markets 
where 


rulemaking 
led to further litigation between AT&T and 
the Department of Justice concerning, inter 
alia, the proper interpretation of the 1956 
Judgment. On March 4, 1981; AT&T and 
Western Electric Company filed in the United 
States District Court for the District of New 
Jersey a “Motion for Construction of Final 
Judgment of January 24, 1956.” That motion 
requested a ruling from the District Court that 
the 1956 Final Judgment would not bar AT&T 
“from furnishing * * * ‘customer premises 
equipment’ and ‘enhanced services’ as those 


to complete their presentation of evidenceon 
January 20, 1982. 
In the event that the Court declined te order 
substantial divestiture of the Bell 
the United States. in the 


Telephone Laboratories from AT&T. 
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terms are used by Federal Communications 
Commission” in its Computer II decision, 
which itself is now being reviewed by the 
United States Court of Appeals for the 
District of Columbia Circuit. The United 
States opposed AT&T's motion. On 
September 4, 1981, the District Court entered 
an opinion construing the decree in accord 
with AT&T’s motion and issued an order to 
that effect on September 22, 1981. The United 
States thereafter filed a notice of appeal of 
that order in the United States Court of 
Appeals for the Third Circuit. (United States 
v. Western Electric Co., et al., No. 81-1960 
and consolidated cases, and No. 81-2837 (3d 
Cir.).)? 

The modification of the 1956 Judgment now 
proposed by both the United States and 
AT&T does not and cannot resolve the 
question whether, in fact, AT&T employed its 
monopoly position in the local exchange 
markets to foreclose or impede competitive 
development of adjacent markets. To the 
contrary, the modification contains an 
express provision that it does not constitute 
an admission of AT&T’s liability. What the 
proposed modification does achieve, 
however, is far more important both to the 
future of the telecommunications industry 
and to the public interest generally. By 
separating ownership of the local exchange 
monopolies from ownership of the remainder 
of the enterprise, and by including further 
injunctive provisions to-assure that the 
separation is fully effective, it removes the 
potential for monopoly abuse in the future, 
and thus allows the more rapid and certain 
development of competition in those 
telecommunications markets where 
competition, in the present state of 
technology, is possible. In doing so, it both 
removes further need for the inevitably 
artificial constraints the 1956 Judgment 
placed on AT&T's activities and makes 
unnecessary further litigation of the 1974 
action. Moreover, it achieves these objectives 
in ways that minimize judicially-imposed 
regulatory constraints, avoid interference 
with the proper exercise of federal and state 
regulatory responsibilities, and assure the 
continuation of a viable, integrated national 
telecommunications system. In short, the 
proposed modification removes, clearly and 
efficiently, the structural problems that have 
given rise to the controversies between the 
United States and AT&T over the last three 
decades. 


* Amendment of Section 64.702 of the 
Commission's Rules and Regulations, 77 F.C.C.2d 
384, on reconsideration 84 F.C.C.2d 50 (1980), on 
further reconsideration, FCC No. 81-481 (released 
October 30, 1981), review pending sub nom. 
Computer & Communications Industry Ass'n v. FCC, 
D.C. Cir., Nos. 80-1471 et al. The United States is a 
statutory respondent in the D.C. Circuit proceeding. 
See 28 U.S.C. 2341 et seq. 

7 On January 8, 1982, in connection with the 
modification of the 1956 Judgment now before the 
Court, the United States and AT&T jointly moved to 
dismiss the appeals pending before the Third Cirouit 
and to vacate, as moot, the District Court's 
September 22 order. The motion was granted by 
order dated February 2, 1982. 


il. Practices and Events Giving Rise to 
Alleged Violations of the Sherman Act 


A. The Western Electric Case 


The complaint in United States v. Western 
Electric Company, Inc., et al., alleged that the 
relationships among Western Electric, the 
local franchise monopolies and the Long 
Lines Division of AT&T, as wel] as the 
defendants’ practices involving patents, 
resulted in an unlawful restraint of trade, 
attempted monopolization, and 
monopolization. The alleged consequences of 
this conduct included accrual to AT&T of 
monopoly profits, frustration of public 
regulation of subscriber rates, and inhibition 
of improvements in telephone service. 

In particular, the United States contended 
that by refusing or restricting licenses under 
patents aggressively obtained and defended 
in all branches of the communications field, 
AT&T controlled the market for substantially 
all telephone equipment manufactured, sold 
and used in the United States, and at the 
same time insulated itself against competition 
from alternative telecommunications media 
(including telegraphy and two-way radio). 
The United States further contended that 
Western Electric's exclusive equipment 
supply function within the vertically- 
integrated AT&T structure eliminated 
competition in the manufacture and sale of 
telephone equipment.® This structural 
relationship was created, according to the 
United States, pursuant to a manufacturing 
contract entered into by AT&T and Western 
Electric in 1882, by which Western Electric 
obtained the exclusive right to manufacture 
all telephone equipment used by the Bell 
System, and obliged itself to sell only to 
AT&T and its licensees. Between 1901 and 
1913, Western also entered into standard 
supply contracts with the AT&T operating 
companies (the local franchise monopolies) 
that made Western exclusively responsible 
for manufacturing, purchasing and supplying 
for the Bell System. As a result of these 
relationships, Western Electric became the 
Bell System's developer, storekeeper, 
installer, repairer, salvager, and junker. 
Finally, the United States contended that 
AT&T had engaged in monopoly practices by 
securing non-competitive prices for Western's 
sales of equipment to the local franchise 
monopolies and Long Lines. 


B. The AT&T Case 


At the time of the 1956 Judgment and 
thereafter, new technology was developing 
that introduced new competitive . 
opportunities into telecommunications 
markets. As a result of research conducted in 
World War II and increased demand for 
telecommunications products and services 
after the war, various firms began to develop 
new means of providing telecommunications 
services and equipment. In the AT&T Case, 
the United States contended that, in response 
to these actual and potential new competitors 
in AT&T's traditional markets, AT&T took 
actions, based on its control over the local 


* AT&T and Western Electric were also alleged to 
have vliminated competition from foreign 
manufacturers through agreements appointing 
Western Electric as exclusive sales agent for such 
manufacturers in the United States. 
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exchange monopolies, unreasonably 
impeding competition that technological 
developments increasingly made possible. 
These alleged actions, detailed at length in 
various pleadings the United States filed in 
the suit ® and summarized here, occurred in 
three relevant markets—intercity 
telecommunications services, customer- 
provided terminal equipment, and 
telecommunications equipment. 

1. The Market for Intercity 
Telecommunications Services. At the close of 
World War Il, AT&T enjoyed a de facto 
monopoly in the provision of intercity 
telecommunications services in the United 
States.’ Since that time the development of 
new low-cost technologies, particularly the 
emergence of microwave radio and satellites 
as viable long-haul transmission media, has 
meshed with the burgeoning growth of the 
intercity telecommunications market as a 
whole and the increasing demand for more 
specialized services to create significant 
competitive opportunities in this market. In a 
series of rulings beginning with the Above 890 
decision in 1960, the FCC and the courts have 


authorized new entrants to serve the 


market.!1 In consequenée, all segments of the 
market now are characterized by some 
degree of competitive activity. 

AT&T's intercity competitors must, 
however, reach their customers through 
facilities providing local exchange services. 
These regulated monopoly facilities, for 
eighty percent of the telephones in the 
country, are provided by wholly or partially 
owned subsidiaries of AT&T. AT&T's control 
over the local exchange monopolies thus has 
given it the power—and its concomitant 
control of Long Lines has given it an 
economic incentive—to impede competition 
in intercity exchange services. The United 
States alleged that AT&T, after having failed 
to persuade regulators and courts to prevent 
new entry, attempted to exercise this power. 
Specifically, the United States contended 
that, in response to competition for private 


® See, in particular, Plaintiff's Memorandum in 
Opposition to Defendants’ Motion for Involuntary 
Dismissal Under Rule 41(b) filed August 16, 1981 in 
United States v. AT&T, 3et al. Civil Action No. 74- 
1698. 

10 AT&T and the Bell operating companies 
provided more than 90 percent of all intercity 
telecommunications services. Most of the remainder 
was provided by independent telephone companies 
in “partnership” with the Bell System. Western 
Union, which was providing intercity telegraph 
service, was the only other significant firm 
providing intercity telecommunications services at 
that time. 

11 Docket 11866, Allocation of the Frequencies in 
the Bands Above 890 Mc., 27 F.C.C. 359 (1959), 29 
F.C.C.2d 190 (1960); Docket 16509 , Microwave 
Communications, Inc., 18 F,C.C.2d 953 (1969), 21 
F.C,.C.2d 190 (1970); Docket 18920, Specialized 
Common Carriers, 29 F.C.C.2d 870 (1971), aff'd sub- 
nom. Washington Utilities and Transportation 
Commission v. F.C.C. 13 F. 2d 1142 (9th Cir.), cert. 
denied, 423 U.S. 836 (1975); Docket 16495, 
Establishment of Domestic Communications 
Satellite Facilities by Non-Governmental Entities, 35 
F.C.C.2d 844 (1972); MCI Telecommunications Corp. 


- v. .C.C,, 661 F.2d 365 (D.C, Cir. 1977), cert. denied, 


434 U.S. 790 (1978) (““Execunet I"); MCI . 
Telecommunications Corp. v. F.C.C., 580 F.2d 590 
(D.C. Cir. 1978) (“Execunet H”). 
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line service, AT&T unreasonably restricted 
the range of services its competitors could 
offer by (1) refusing to provide certain forms 
of interconnection; (2) adopting engineering 
and operational procedures that ensured that 
facilities provided to competitors were of a 
lower quality than those provided to AT&T's 
own intercity sercices; and (3) setting rates 
for those local facilities at levels that 
increased its competitors’ costs of doing 
business, without demonstrating that such 
rate levels were appropriately based on the 
cost of interconnection. Although many of the 
specific desputes. that emerged in the early 
1970s regarding local access for private line 
services were eventually resolved through 
litigation and negotiated compromise, the 
United States contended that problems 
persisted with respect to basic long distance 
services (e.g. message toll service (“MTS”) 
and WATS), and that AT&T has given 
competitive providers of such services access 
to the local exchange under technical and 
operational conditions substantially inferior 
to those given Long Lines, and at rates that 
have not passed regulatory scrutiny. 

In addition, the United States alleged that, 
in a series of tariff filings that the Federal 
Communications Commission ultimately 
rejected, AT&T re-priced its intercity services 
in ways that further deterred new 
competitors. The ability to engage in such 
pricing stems, in the view of the United 
States, directly from AT&T's status as a rate 
of return regulated firm operating in both 
monopoly and competitive, or potentially 
competitive, markets. Because its total 
earnings may not exceed a specified rate of 
return, AT&T, when faced with competition 
for some but not all of its services, has an 
incentive to lower prices for its competitive 
services, while raising prices for its monopoly 
services. Thus, the United States contended, 
AT&T responded to competitive entry in 
intercity services by lowering its prices 
where it faced competition, without regard to 
the costs it incurred in providing those 
services, and with the effect of impeding new 
intercity competition. 

2. The Market for Customer Premises 
Terminal Equipment. Before 1968, Western 
Electric, because of its role as exclusive 
supplier to the local Bell operating 
companies, was virtually the only 
manufacturer and provider of customer 
premises terminal equipment to Bell System 
subscribers. Historically, this supply 
relationship was reinforced by the “foreign 
attachment” tariffs developed and 
implemented by AT&T, which generally 
prohibited a Bell subscriber from attaching 
any terminal equipment device not supplied 
by a Bell operating company to the lines or 
equipment of the telephone company. 

e FCC struck down the “foreign 
attachment” tariffon June 26, 1986 in its 
Carterfone decision. In addition to holding 
that it would be unlawful for the Bell System 
to prohibit the use of the Carterfone device in 
the future, the FCC concluded that the Bell . 
System's foreign attachment tariff provisions 
had been unreasonable, discriminatory and 
unlawful in the past, and that 
these provisions should be stricken. Use of 
the Carterfone Device, 13 F.C.C. 2d 420, 423 
(1968). In response to the Carterfone decision 


AT&T filed revised tariffs with the FCC, 
which required that the interconnection of 
any customer-provided terminal equipment 
that had a direct electrical connection to the 
telephone circuit be accomplished only 
through a “protective connecting 
arrangement” (“PCA”) furnished, installed 
and maintained by the Bell Operating 
companies. 

The United States alleged that this 
requirement, adopted by AT&T as a matter of 
corporate policy, erected an unreasonably 
restrictive barrier to use of competitive 
terminal equipment, and therefore 
unnecessarily impeded the entry of 
competition into this market. The United 
States contended that there were feasible 
alternative approaches to interconnection, of 
which AT&T was aware, that would have 
permitted interconnection under less onerous 
conditions while providing adequate 
protection to the public switched telephone 
network. Finally, the United States alleged 
that, although during the years following the 
FCC’s Carterfone decision AT&T had ample 
notice and opportunity to modify its tariffs so 
as to liberalize interconnection, it chose 
instead to resist such liberalization as long as 
possible. *# 

3. The Market for Telecommunications 
Equipment. The United States alleged that 
AT&T's regulated monopoly functions have 
given it incentives to perfer—as a firm facing 
competition cannot—telecommunications 
equipment from its vertically integrated 
manufacturing operation, thus foreclosing 
competition in the telecommunications 
equipment market. The United States alleged, 
moreover, that AT&T administered Bell 
System procurement, in all stages of the 
procurement process, in ways that reinforced 
the effects of its operating companies’ 
inherent bias in favor of Western Electric’s 
products. 

First, Western Electric and Bell 
Laboratories participate in and strongly 
influence decisions to develop and 
standardize products for use by the operating 
companies. As a result, Western Electric's 
products have, the United States contended, 
a significant, often insuperable, advantage 
over would-be competitors, in part because of 
Western Electric's access to the earliest 
possible information about the System's 
projected requirements. Second, the Bell 
System's centralization of its purchasing 
functions in Western Electric deprived the 
operating companies of the ability to perform 
procurement functions independently, and 
interposed Western Electric between the Bell 
operating companies and Western's potential 
competitors. Third, the United States 
contended that because AT&T has held 
dominant positions in service markets, it has 


12Qn November 7, 1975, the FCC issued its First 
Report and Order in Docket No. 19528, Interstate 
and Foreign MTS and WATS, 56 F.C.C. 2d 593 


(1975), Ge eaiaiae a registration (i.e., certification) 
for customer-provided and ided 


Contashouuipenemhatientthin Sitta tay tephene 
systems, main stations and coin telephones. On 
March 18, 1976, the FCC issued its Second Report 
and Order in Docket No. 19528, reported at 58 F.C.C. 
SN en 
include main station telephones, PBXs, 


PBXs, and key 
telephone systems. 
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served as a de facto standard-setter for the 
telecommunications network. In 
consequence, Western Electric generally 
enjoyed privileged access to information 
concerning technical compatibility 
requirements of the network. In some cases, 
AT&T and Western Electric withheld such 
technical information from non-Western 
Electric manufacturers, thus preventing them 
from competing for sales of equipment to the 
BOCs. Finally, the United States contended 
that when the inherent bias of the operating 
companies and Western Electric's privileged 
access to information failed to foreclose 
competition, AT&T directly used its position 
as parent corporation of the operating 
companies to prevent the purchase of 
products competitive with those of Western 
Electric. 


IIL. Explanation of the Proposed Modification 
and Its Anticipated Effects on Competition 

The proposed modification would vacate in 
its entirety the Final Judgment in United 
States v. Western Electric Co., et al., and 
substitute provisions for structural, 
injunctive, and other equitable relief—most 
importantly, the divestiture of the exchange 
telecommunications and exchange access 
functions of the Bell operating companies 
(“BOCs”) ?* from AT&T. As explained below, 
divestiture of the exchange 
telecommunications and exchange access 
functions of the BOCs will remove the BOCs’ 
incentives to discriminate against 
competitors of AT&T in the provision of 
interexchange and information services and 
against competitors of Western Electric in the 
provision of telecommunications 


equipment. 
- The injunctive provisions, both generally and 


by means of specific requirements, 
the BOCs to deal with A AT&T and its 
competitors in an evenhanded, non- 
discriminatory manner. 


A. Structural Reorganization of AT6T 


1. Procedural Requirements, Section 1 of 
the modification establishes the key 
structural requirement of the proposal 
modification: the implementation of a plan 
for the reorganization of AT&T that will end 
the common ownership and economic 
integration of the BOCs’ exchange 
telecommunications and exchange access 
functions with the remainder of the functions 


13 The proposed modification defines “BOCs” to 
mean the corporations listed in Appendix A 
attached to the Modification of Final Judgment and 


“divestiture of the BOCs” to indicate the functional 
divestiture of the exchange telecommunications and 
exchange access functions, ie., their separation 
from the remainder of AT&T's operations, whether 
the separation is accomplished through 
the functions of the present 
distribution of their shares to AT&T shareholders) 
or through other appropriate means of 

tion. 


restrictions on such firms’ operations. As explained 
further below, such firms may or may not 
correspond in number or name to the present BOCs. 
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of AT&T and its affiliates. Within 6 months of 
the effective date of the modification (i.e., the 
date of entry), AT&T must submit to the 
Department of Justice for its approval a plan 
of reorganization that achieves the 
modification’s objectives. Following 

approval, AT&T must implement the 
reorganization plan within 18 months of the 
effective date of the proposed modification. 

The proposed modification sets forth in 
detail the principles that are to govern the 
division of functions and the consequent 
division of operations and assets that the 
modification’s divestiture requirement 
contemplates and that the plan of 
reorganization, whatever its details, must in 
all events achieve. Based on the provisions of 
the modification and the explanation of those 
provisions detailed here, interested persons 
and ultimately the Court will be able 
effectively to assess the proposed 
reorganization's likely contributions to the 
development of competition in 
telecommunications markets and its likely 
effects on other public interest 
considerations. Of course, the Court would 
retain jurisdiction to assure that the plan of 
reorganization ultimately approved by the 
Department of Justice does not in any 
substantial way depart from the 
modification’s principles—principles that the 
Court would have approved and hence 
mandated. 

Although the principles governing the 
reorganization are clear, the modification 
necessarily allows AT&T a degree of 
flexibility in formulating the plan’s precise 
details. Such details might raise questions, 
not so much as to whether the plan meets the 
decree’s objectives, but instead as to 
whether, in some particulars, alternative 
provisions might be available that would 
more certainly serve the modification’s 
purposes or that would modify the decree’s 
potential effects on collateral interests. To 
assure that it is fully apprised of these 
possibilities, the Department of Justice 
intends, during the period prior to the 
submission of the plan, to work closely with 
interested parties, including the Department 
of Defense, the Federal Communications 
Commission, and state regulators, to draw 
upon their expertise and also to become 
thoroughly familiar with their concerns. To 
the extent that details of the plan become 
available to the Department prior to 
submission of the final plan, the Department 
intends to solicit advice as to those 
preliminary aspects of the plan that may be 
made public at that time. Finally, the 
Department intends that.the plan will be 
made public upon its submission to the 
Department. Thereafter, the Department will 
consult with interested parties, again 
including Federal and state officials, prior to 
making a determination as to approval of the 
plan.'* 

In the event that the Department 
determines that the plan, or portions of it, do 


14 If necessary, the Department intends to utilize 
the visitorial powers granted to it by Section VI, 
including the right to depose or interview officers 
and employees, to solicit the views of appropriate 
employees, including present or future executives of 
the BOCs or their successor organizations, to 
ascertain their views as to the adequacy of the 
proposed tion plan. 


not fulfill the requirements of the 
modification, including the maintenance of 
viable local exchange enterprises capable of 
serving the telecommunications needs of the 
public and of national defense and 
emergency preparedness, the Department will 
suggest appropriate changes. If such changes 
are not forthcoming, the Department will 
disapprove the plan and seek to obtain an 
enforcement order from the Court, pursuant 
to Section VII of the proposed modification, 
requiring AT&T to adopt the necessary 
changes. 

2. Substantive Requirements. Under 
Section I of the proposed modification, AT&T 
must transfer to the BOCs sufficient facilities, 
personnel, systems, and rights to technical 
information (as defined broadly in Section 
IV(L)) to permit the-BOCs to perform 
exchange telecommunications and exchange 
access functions (including the exchange 
access requirements contained in Appendix 
B), and the procurement for and the 
engineering, marketing and management of 
those functions.** Elements of the to-be- 
divested assets may be transferred to a new 
entity to perform appropriately centralized 
administrative functions. (Paragraph 1(B)). 
Such a centralized entity would be owned by 
the divested BOCs providing exchange 
telecommunications and exchange access. 
Rights to technical information are to be 
transferred to the BOCs without royalty or 
other financial obligations. In addition, the 
BOCs are to be granted such rights to the 
transferred technical information as may be 
necessary to permit the divested BOCs to 
perform transferred functions and to meet the 
obligations of non-discrimination imposed on 
them by Section II and Appendix B. 

Paragraph I(A)(2) of the proposed 
modification requires the separation within 
the BOCs of all facilities, personnel, and 
books of account relating to exchage - 
telecommunications or exchange access from 
those relating to other functions, including the 
provision of interexchange switching and 
transmission and the provision of customer 
premises equipment. ’* 

Paragraph I(A)(2) further provides that 
there shall be no joint ownership of facilities, 
but permits appropriate provision for the 
sharing, through leasing or otherwise, of 
multifunction facilities so long as the 
separated portion of each BOC is assured 
control over the exchange 
telecommunications and exchange access 
functions. As long as this requirement of BOC 
control is met, and subject to other 


* Section II of the modification and Appendix B 
require the BOCs to provide access to intercity 
carriers and information service providers that is 
equal in type, quality and price to that provided 
AT&T. AT&T is, therefore, required to transfer to 
the BOCs sufficient facilities to permit the divested 
BOCs to provide interconnections equal in type and 
quality to those afforded AT&T at rates that reflect 
whatever economies are realized by aggregating 
AT&T's traffic above the end office. 

1©Where assets to be transferred are presently 
included within the regulated rate base of a BOC, 
all questions of valuation are reserved to the 
appropriate regulatory agencies. The reference to 

“books of account” is not intended to control the 
mechanism by which regulatory agencies establish 
the appropriate valuation of transferred property in 
establishing post-reorganization rate bases. 
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requirements of the modification, AT&T, in 
submitting its reorganization plan, has the 
discretion to determine whether it or the to- 
be-divested segment of a BOC will retain 
ownership of a given multifunction facility. 
Paragraph IV(F), however, states that trunks 
used to transmit AT&T's traffic between end 
offices and ‘AT&T Class 4 switches are 
exchange access facilities to be owned by the 
separated portions of the BOCs. 

Under Paragraph I(A)(3) of the proposed 
modification, the plan of reorganization must 
terminate the License Contracts between 
AT&T and the BOCs and other subsidiaries 
(defined by Paragraph IV(A) to mean 
Cincinnati Bell, Inc. and the Southern New 
England Telephone Co.), as well as the 
Standard Supply Contract between Western 
Electric and the divested BOCs and 
subsidiaries. These agreements are the key 
contractual relationships establishing the 
economic integration of the BOCs with 
AT&T. The Department of Justice expects 
that all other contracts that establish an 
ongoing economic integration between AT&T 
and the divested BOCs will be terminated, 
particularly in view of the requirement that 
all personnel and activities associated with 
the provision of central administrative and 
engineering services for the BOCs be 
transferred from AT&T and its affiliates to 
the divested BOCs or to a central 


- administrative apparatus owned by them. 


Finally, under Paragraph I(A)(4), the 
reorganization plan must provide for the 
transfer of ownership of the portions of the 
reorganized BOCs providing local exchange 
and exchange access services from AT&T by 
means of a spin-off of stock to the 
shareholders of AT&T, or by other 
disposition. Under this providion, AT&T may 
choose to transfer the to-be-divested portions 
of the BOCs to new corporate entities while 
retaining ownership of the existing BOC 
corporations. The portions of the BOCs that 
AT&T retains would thereafter perform only 
functions other than exchange 
telecommunications and exchange access. In 
these circumstances, under the “successors 
and assigns” clause of Section III of the 
proposed modification, the local exchange 
enterprises would become “BOCs” for the 
purposes of this Modification of final 
Judgment regardless of their corporate name. 
Conversely, the retained portions of the 
BOCs would no longer be considered “BOCs” 
but, after reorganization, would become 
simply affiliates of AT&T. In all events, 
however, the net result must be separate 
ownership of the divested BOCs—those 
entities providing exchange services and 
exchange access—and of the remainder of 
AT&T's present operations. 

The proposed modification does not require 
or prohibit the consolidation of the separated 
portion of the BOCs into any particular 
number of entities. AT&T officials, however, 
have publicly stated that while the number of 
such entities is presently under review, the: 
number will be greater than one. In addition, 
the Department of Justice will consider 
disapproving any reorganization plan under 
which particular divested BOCs were 
confined to a service area so limited as to 
bring into question their financial or technical 
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viability or their ability to meet national 
defense and emergency preparedness 
responsibilities, including the adoption of 
technical standards for local e 

services. Moreover, the Department will take 
into account, as appropriate, the potential 
impact of the proposed configuration of BOCs 
on the likelihood that the modification’s non- 
discriminat’on requirements will, in fact, be 
achieved. 

Paragraph I(B) provides that, 
notwithstanding the separation of ownership 
of divested BOCs from each other, the 
divested BOCs may support and share the 
costs of a centralized organization for the 
provision of engineering, administration and 
other services. Such a centralized 
organization may (but need not) be the 
organization established by the transfer of 
assets required by Paragraph I{A)(1). The 
purpose of such a centralized entity would be 
to eliminate the dependency of the divested 
BOCs on AT&T for administrative support 
and engineering services. Accordingly, such 
an entity would be separate from AT&T and 
AT&T could not participate in or contribute 
to its functioning. In addition, the entity could 
engage only in those activities that can “most 
efficiently be provided on a centralized 
basis.” Because any such centralized entity 
would be a venture among independent 
corporations, antitrust limitations on joint 
activities would apply. Moreover, in 
reviewing the centralized entity's proposed 
functions, including, for example, any 
proposal for centralized purchasing, the 
Department will closely examine whether 
efficiency justifies centralization and whether 
centralization would interfere with 
achievement of the modification’s non- 
discrimination and other requirements. 

Paragraph I(B) of the modification requires 
the BOCs to provide, through a centralized 
organization (which may, but need not, be the 
centralized administrative entity), a single 
point of contact for the coordination of the 
BOCs to meet the requirements of national 
security and emergency preparedness. If 
appropriate governmental authorities or the 
communications industry establish a 
centralized coordinating body through which 
all carriers are to meet national security and 
emergency preparedness requirements, the 
BOCs’ participation in such an organization 
could constitute compliance with this 
requirement. 

Paragraph I(C) of the modification provides 
that, until September 1, 1987, AT&T, Western 
Electric and Bell Labs must provide all 
research, development, manufacturing and 
other support services to enable the divested 
BOCs to fulfill the requirements of the 
proposed modification—for example, 
assistance in reprogramming switches 
manufactured by Western Electric.'? In 
addition, Paragraph I(C) forbids AT&T from 
taking any action that interferes with the 
requirements of non-discrimination that 
Section II places on the divested BOCs, 
requirements that include by incorporation 
the requirements of Appendix B. For 


17 September 1, 1987, is one year following the 
date specified in Appendix B by which the divested 
BOCs are to provide equal exchange access to all 
customers served by electronic end offices. 


example, refusal to permit the reprogramming 

aa a switch owned by AT&T but jointly used 
by a BOC for the purpose of 
exchange access, or the refusal to permit the 
expansion of AT&T facilities used by a BOC 
for exchange access to meet the growing 
needs of interexchange carriers could 
constitute such prohibited interferences. In 
the same fashion, AT&T is prohibited from 
taking any action prior to divestiture that 
would interfere with the ability of the BOCs 
to meet their post-divestiture obligations. 

Finally, under Paragraph I(D), AT&T may 
not reacquire the stock or assets of any 
diverted BOC. The United States, however, 
does not intend to object to sales to AT&T, 
subsequent to the effective date of the 
reorganization, of multifunction facilites 
owned by a BOC but also used by AT&T in 
instances in which the BOC wishes to 
abandon its use of the multifunction facility, 
so long as such transfer does not interfere 
with the purposes of the proposed 
modification. 


B. Section I: Post-Divestiture 
Responsibilities of the BOCs 

The reorganization of AT&T required by 
Section I is intended to eliminate the present 
incentives of the BOCs—the firms engaged in 
exchange telecommunications and exchange 
access services—to discriminate against 
AT&T's competitors in the markets for 
interexchange services, information 
services,!® customer premises equipment, 
and the procurement of equipment used to 
provide local exchange services. It is further 
intended to ensure that the divested BOC’s 
have sufficient facilities, personnel and other 
resources to place competitors of AT&T on 
an equal footing in terms of the quality and 
cost of their access to local exchanges. 

The injunctive provisions contained in 
Section II of the proposed modification are 
intended to complement the incentive effects 
of these basic structural changes and to 
relieve, to the extent reasonably possible, the 
lingering effects that AT&T's pre- 
reorganizatin structure may have on the 
BOCs’ future operations. The provisions of 
Section II require that each BOC provide to 
all interexchange carriers and information 
service providers, on an unbundled, tariffed 
basis, exchange access, information access, 
and exchange services for such access that is 
equal in type, quality, and price to that 
provided to AT&T and its affiliates. They 
also limit the functions of the divested 
BOCs ?* to preclude the possibility of a 
recurrence of the type of monopolozing 
conduct that the United States alleges to have 


18 Information services is defined by Paragraph 
IV(J) to mean the offering of a capability for 
generating, acquiring, storing, transforming, 
processing, retrieving, utilizing, or making available 
information which may be conveyed via 
telecommunications, except that such service does 
not include any use of any such capability for the 
management, control, or operation of a 
telecommunications system or the management of a 
telecommunications service. 

1° BOCs are defined by paragraph IV(C) to 
include entities affiliated through substantial 
common ownership. Thus, for example, the divested 
BOCs could not be acquired by corporations that 
engage in activities that the BOCs could not 

orm. 
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resulted from AT&T's ownership of regulated 
local exchange carriers and its simultaneous 
participation in competitive, or potentially 
competitive, markets. 

Paragraph II{A) sets out the requirement 
that each divested BOC provide to all 
interexchange carriers and information 
service providers, on an unbundled, tariffed 
basis, exchange access, information access,*® 
and services for such access on an 
unbundled, tariffed basis that is equal in 
type, quality and price to that provided to 
AT&T and its affiliates. B, which, 
with its related definitions, is discussed in 
detail below, establishes a timetable for the 
phasing-in of equal exchange access and also 
imposes several requirements with respect to 
the tariffing of exchange access. 

Paragraph II{B) prohibits each BOC from 
discriminating between AT&T and its 
affiliates and their products and services and 
other persons and their products and services 
with respect to a broad range of BOC 
activities. In particular, Paragraph II(B) 
forbids discrimination with respect to (1) the 
BOCs’ procurement of products and services; 
(2) the establishment and dissemination of 
technical information and the establishment 
of standards used in procurement and in 
interconnection; (3) the interconnection and 
use of the BOCs’ telecommunications 
services and facilities, including the charges 
therefor; and (4) the provision of new 
services used to provide exchange access and 
information access and in efforts to construct 
or modify facilities used to provide such 
services. 

Paragraph II{C) provides that, six months 
following the reorganization specified in 
Section I, the BOCs are required to submit to 
the Department of Justice procedures for 
ensuring compliance with these non- 
discrimination requirements. The requirement 
that these procedures be submitted by the 
BOCs after divestiture is intended to help 
ensure that they will be developed 
independently of AT&T, with the BOCs own 
procurement objectives and needs 
exclusively in mind. Nevertheless, should the 
Department of Justice find.that these 
procedures, which would, of necessity, be 
publicly available, do not ensure compliance 
with the non-discrimination obligations, the 
Department of Justice may file an 
enforcement action, pursuant to Section VII, 
to compel appropriate modifications in the 
procedures. 

Taken together, the non-discrimination 
provisions are designed to ensure that the 
divested BOCs do not abuse their status as 
regulated franchised monopolies to 
disadvantage competitors of AT&T in the 


20 “Information access” is defined by section IV 
to mean the provision of specialized exchange 
telecommunications services by a BOC in an 
exchange area in connection with the origination, 
termination, transmission, switching, forwarding or 
routing of telecommunications traffic to or from the 
facilities of a provider of information services. Such 
8 


testing and maintenance of facilities, and the _ 
provision of information necéssary to bill 
customers. 
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provision of intercity services, information 
services, or in the provision of 
telecommunications equipment for purchase 
by a BOC or its customers. It is therefore the 
intent of the Department of Justice that this 
provision be construed broadly to encompass 
all potential areas of favoritism, subtle as 
well as overt, that may arise in relationships 
between the divested BOCs and AT&T and 
its competitors. Moreover, the proposed 
modification recognizes the changing nature 
of interexchange carrier and information 
provider requirements, and the likelihood 
that the divested BOCs’ own services will be 
modified as traffic requirements and calling 
patterns evolve. The modification therefore 
draws particular attention to those standard 
setting and planning actions of the BOCs that 
may affect the future ability of firms to 
compete in telecommunications markets as 
well as their current ability to do so. 

In addition to these requirements of non- 
discrimination, Paragraph II(D) places three 
limitations on the divested BOCs designed to 
prevent the reemergence of precisely those 
incentives to engage in anticompetitive 
conduct that existed prior to their divestiture 
from the competitive activities of AT&T. 
First, the BOCs are prohibited from providing 
interexchange telecommunication services or 
information services, as these terms are 
defined in Section IV. Second, a BOC may 
not manufacture or provide 
telecommunications products or customer 
premises equipment, including equipment 
presently under tariff, except for the 
provision of customer premises equipment 2? 
for emergency services.?? Finally, except for 
exchange telecommunications and exchange 
access services, the divested BOCs may not 
provide any product or service apart from 
natural monopoly services actually regulated 
by tariff, e.g., conduit space of pole 
attachments. 

The definition of exchange 
telecommunications thus becomes key to an 
understanding of the role of the BOCs 
following divestiture. The modification’s 
definitions, set out in Section IV, define 
“exchange telecommunications” derivatively 
from the definitions of “telecommunication 
service,” “exchange area,” and 
“interexchange telecommunications,” with 
“exchange telecommunications” meaning all 
telecommunications services within an 


21 Under the proposed modification, the provision 
of pay telephone service would remain within the 
ambit of BOC functions. Such phones located in 
public areas clearly are not customer premises 
equipment. Pay telephones located on the premises 
of business enterprises, while technically located on 
a customer's premises, generally are used to provide 
telephone service for the public rather than for the 
customer who owns the premises, and, therefore, 
could be provided by a BOC as exchange 
telecommunications. 

22 The Department intends that this emergency 
exception be confined to disaster situations and the 
emergency restoration of interrupted services or 
repair of damaged equipment, in a time frame in 
which it is not practicably feasible to make 
arrangements with competitive providers of 
customer premises equipment. The exception would 
also include provision of customer premises 
equipment to the military or public safety agencies 
where the independent supply of customer premises 
equipment is not practical. 


exchange area. Section IV defines 
“telecommunications services” to mean the 
offering for hire of telecommunications 
facilities, or of telecommunications by means 
of such facilities, via electromagnetic means, 
without regard to the type of transmission 
facilities used. For purposes of the proposed 
modification, local exchange facilities would 
include inside wiring provided under tariff by 
the BOCs. Moreover, telecommunications 
services may not involve a change in the form 
or content of the information as sent or 
received. It may, however, include related 
functions, such as storage, essential to such 
transmission. For example, the offering to 
customers of a service that provided voice or 
data storage, as a part of the service offering, 
would be an information service, not a 
telecommunications service. On the other 
hand, where storage of information 
constitutes an inherent aspect of the 
technology used in transmission or switching, 
that feature alone would not be sufficient to 
classify a particular offering as a prohibited 
information service. Similarly, where a 
process, such as packet switching, changes 
the form of a message as part of the 
transmission process, without a change in the 
form of the message “as sent and received,” 
only a transmission service would be 
involved. Thus, the proposed modification 
gives a divested BOC broad flexibility to 
provide the exchange telecommunications 
services of its choosing, subject to any 
applicable regulatory restraints.2* 

Although there is no express provision for 
BOCs to provide services that are “ancillary” 
or “incidental” to exchange services, the 
Department believes that the limitation of the 
BOCs to providing exchange 
telecommunications and exchange access 

‘services necessarily includes an expectation 
that the divested BOCs will engage in 
activities that are inherent in such functions. 
Thus, for example, Paragraph I{A)(1) refers to 
the retention in a divested BOC of the ability 
to engage in the procurement for, and 
engineering, marketing, and management of, 
retained functions.*¢ 


28 This broad freedom, however, should not be 
taken as an indication of the position of the 
Department of Justice with respect to the 
appropriate role of the divested BOCs, as regulated 
monopoly carriers, in the provision of competitive 
telecommunications within an exchange area. The 
absence of such limitations merely reflects the 
nature of the proposed modification as a resolution 
of disputes between the United States and AT&T. 
The 1949 and 1974 litigation focused on the 
incentives and ability of AT&T to leverage its 
monopoly power in local telecommunications into 
competitive markets, and not on the propriety, per 
se, of AT&T's monopoly position in exchange 
telecommunications. Notwithstanding, therefore, the 
absence in the modification of limitations on the 
types of exchange telecommunications that may be 
offered by the BOC, the Department of Justice will 
continue to have the right-to contend in appropriate 
regulatory or other forms that the BOCs’ provision 
of certain forms of telecommunications services 
can, in some circumstances, be anti-competitive. 

24 With respect to directory services, the 
Depai it of Justice believes that the provision of 
a listing of the phone numbers and addresses of 
subscribers and the related directory assistance 
function are inherent parts of exchange 
telecommunications. Provision of advertising 
services, by means of the Yellow Pages and similar 
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In defining “exchange area”, Section IV 
sets out the standards by which, under the 
plan of reorganization, the geographic scope 
of the BOCs’ services are to be established. 
In general, it is expected that such areas will 
be large enough to comprehend contiguous 
areas having common social and economic 
characteristics but not so large as to defeat 
the interit of the decree to separate the 
provision of intercity services from the 
provision of local exchange service. Court 
approval thus is required if exchange areas 
are to include more than one standard 
metropolitan statistical area or to cross a 
state line. The Justice Department will, 
however, give great weight to existing 
arrangements where the latter situations 
exist. Moreover, the Department will urge the 
Court to give great weight to views of 
appropriate regulatory bodies in any decision 
concerning the appropriate configuration of 
an exchange area. Nonetheless, as general 
proposition, no exchange area should be 
smaller than the geographic region now 
served by an existing AT&T Class 4 office, 
since, under the plan or reorganization, 
trunking facilities that carry traffic between 
local and offices and existing AT&T Class 4 
offices become exchange access facilities.25 

The limitations the proposed modification 
places on the divested BOGs are predicated 
on the existence of the BOCs’ status as 
regulated monopoly carriers. Technological 
change presently underway, however, may 
cause the local distribution function of the 
divested BOCs to lose its monopoly character 
and, perhaps, eventually result in its 
deregulation. Under Section VI of the 
proposed modification, a divested BOC may 
petition the Court for such “further orders 
and directions as may be necessary * * * for 


directories, is not, as such, inherent in exchange 
telecommunications. Thus, the functions to remain 
with AT&T after divestiture would include those 
assets and contracts relating to the solicitation of 
Yellow Pages advertising and for its printing and 
delivery. Each BOC, however, retains the rights 
inherent in its file of telephone subscribers 
including machine-readable listings and copyright 
interests in the printed alphabetical directory. 
Hence, by granting use-specific licenses for the 
listings, including use for the purpose of compiling 
and publishing Yellow Pages, each divested BOC 
effectively will have the ability to sell the Yellow 
Pages “franchise” to the highest bidder through 
whatever mechanism or pricing scheme the divested 
BOC or appropriate regulatory commission deems 
appropriate. The BOCs will also retain the ability to 
auction off the right to have a Yellow Pages 
directory published as a physical part of its white 
pages service. Consequently, each BOC would have 
the ability to retain all of the above-competitive 
profits that presgntly are derived from the Yellow 
Pages and, should regulators direct, apply this 
Yellow Pages income to reduce the cost of local 
telephone service. 

25 In some instances, local operating companies 
presently may be providing radiotelephone or 

aging services through transmission facilities that 

have the ability to serve an area larger than that 
comprehended by the exchange area boundary. In 
such instances, it is not the intention of the 
Department to require a divested BOC to 
discontinue such services, or modify such existing 
equipment, even though the signal transmitted may 
technically provide interexchange 
telecommunications if a mobile transmitter/receiver 
moves outside the exchange area. : 
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the modification of any of the provisions” of 
the proposed decree. The Department of 
Justice intends to give careful attention to 
changing technical, competitive, and 
regulatory conditions as they may apply to 
the divested BOCs, to review carefully 
suggestions by a BOC that there is no longer 
a sound economic and antitrust basis for the 
complete retention of the restrictions imposed 
by Section II, and, if appropriate, to join in 
requests for modification. Whether or net the 
Department joins in any such proposal for 
modification, it remains within the power of 
the Court to remove any restrictions it 
determines are no longer necessary to 
effectuate the purposes of the proposed 
modification and that are contrary to the 
public interest. 


C. Appendix B: BOC Equal Access 
Requirements 


Appendix B of the proposed modification 
sets out in further detail the general 
requirement established by Section II that the 
BOCs provide exchange access to all 
interexchange carriers that is equal in quality 
and price to that provided AT&T. The 
provisions of Appendix B are based on three 
basic principles. First, as independent 
entities, the divested BOCs should have the 
ability to provide exchange access in the 
manner and with the facilities they deem 
most efficient. Second, notwithstanding the 
flexibility granted to each BOC with respect 
to the physical configuration of facilities used 
to provide exchange access, each BOC must 
meet specified performance and pricing 
criteria to ensure the availability of equal 
access, 

Finally, because facilities to provide fully 
equal exchange access do not now exist, a 
transition period is necessary to phase in the 
proposed modification’s equal access 
requirements. 

Appendix B's Paragraph A provides that, 
beginning September 1, 1984, each divested 
BOC must provide to all interexchange 
carriers exchange access equal in type and 
quality to that provided AT&T.?®-Such access 
arrangements must be offered on an 
unbundled basis with separate, cost-justified 
charges for each element of access. Section 
IV defines “exchange access” to mean the 
provision of exchange services for the 
purpose of originating or terminating 
interexchange telecommunications. These 
services include any activity or function 
performed by a BOC in connection with the 
origination or termination of interexchange 
telecommunications, including, but not 
limited to, the provision of network control 
signalling, answer supervision, automatic 
calling number identification, access codes 
for the interexchange carriers, directory 
information services, testing and 
maintenance of facilities, and the provision to 
the interexchange carrier of information 
necessary to bill its customers. 

The BOCs also must deliver interexchange 
traffic originating or terminating within an 


26 jt is the intent of the Department of Justice that 
the term “type” refers to the physical nature of the 
service provided, e.g., switched digital or non- 
switched analog transmission, and not to any 
economic or tariff label under which carriers may 
choose to offer such services. 


exchange area to a point or points within an 
exchange area designated by an 
interexchange carrier for the connection of its 
facilities with those of the DOC. This 
obligation includes the provision of all 
transmission facilities and any necessary 
routing facilities, including any necessary 
switching above end offices, to ensure the 
delivery to interexchange carriers of all the 
traffic destined to and from an exchange 
area. At the option of each interexchange 
cartier, a divested BOC is to deliver traffic 
with signal quality and other characteristics 
equal to that provided similar traffic of 
AT&T, including equal probability of blocking 
(the likelihood that calls to and from the 
interexchange carrier will not arrive because 
the connecting BOC facilities are busy), 
based on reasonable traffic estimates 
supplied by each interexchange carrier. 

In order to prevent the divested BOCs from 
reintegrating into interexchange functions, 
the BOCs are not to perform the 
interexchange routing or sorting of traffic of 
any interexchange carrier. In addition, under 
Paragraph A(1), nothing in the proposed 
modification is to be construed to permit a 
BOC torefuse to provide exchange access 
that is superior or inferior in type or quality 
to that provided to AT&T at charges 
reflecting the reduced or increased cost of 
such access. 

Paragraph B(3) requires that, from the date 
of divestiture until September 1, 1991, the 
transmission of interexchange traffic between 
end offices and the facilities of interexchange 
carriers within an exchange area or 
reasonable subzone be at charges that are 
equal for all interexchange carriers, per unit 
of traffic delivered or received. This 
requirement is limited to charges for the 
transmission of calls above end offices and 
does not apply to other services provided as 
part of exchange access. Thus, regardless of 
the physical facilities provided, the 
distribution of local traffic from end offices to 
each carrier will be on a “uniform delivered 
price” basis and, thus, with no cost 
disadvantage to non-AT&T interexchange 
carriers even if different transmission and 
switching facilities are used in serving them 
than are used in serving AT&T. In addition, if 
a BOC establishes subzones within a large 
exchange area, facilities of an interexchange 
carrier located within five miles of an AT&T 
Class 4 switch (i.e., toll switch) shall be 
considered to be in the same subzone as that 
AT&T facility with respect to traffic from end 
offices served by that facility. This provision 
is designed to ensure that subzone 
boundaries are not drawn in a manner that 
discriminates against competing 
interexchange carriers. 

Under the phase-in timetable established 
by Appendix B, each BOC must, no later than 
September 1, 1985, offer equal access, as 
described above, through end offices serving 
at least one third of that BOC’s total 
exchange access lines. With an exception 
discussed below, each BOC must afford equal 
exchange access through all of its end offices 
by September 1, 1986. In addition, Paragraph 
A(2)(i) requires that a BOC providing access 
to AT&T's long distance service through 
access codes that do not permit the 
designation of more than one carrier must 


make available access codes that contain no 
more than the minimum number of digits 
necessary, at the time access is sought, to 
permit multiple carrier designation for the 
number of additional carriers reasonably 
expected to require such designations in the 
immediate future. Thus, the proposed 
modification would not require an increase in 
the number of the digits needed to obtain 
long distance service from AT&T. Under 
Paragraph A(2){ii), each BOC must offer a 
tariffed service to each subscriber permitting 
the subscriber to predesignate a particular 
interexchange carrier that will automatically 
receive the subscriber's interexchange calls 
without the use of access codes (other than 
those needed to designate any long distance 
call). Paragraph A(2)(iii) provides that when 
the national numbering area plan (area code) 
is revised to require the use df additional 
digits, each divested BOC must provide every 
interexchange carrier, including AT&T, 
access through a uniform number of digits to 
be dialed by a subscriber. 

Paragraph A(3) allows a divested BOC to 
obtain a waiver from the above schedule and 
requirements with respect to end offices 
employing electromechanical switches that 
are not as technically flexible as the 
electronic stored-program switches now 
being installed, and with respect to any 
offices served by switches that 
characteristically serve fewer than 10,000 
access lines. Such a waiver may be obtained 
if, upon complaint to the Court the BOC 
carries the burden of demonstrating that, for 
particular elements of access, such access is 
not physically feasible through such 
switching equipment except at a cost that 
clearly outweighs the potential benefits to 
telecommunications users. If such a showing 
cannot be made, equal access must be 
provided. Any such waiver granted, however, 
must be for both the minimum divergence and 
minimum time necessary to achieve this 
ability. 

Paragraph B generally requires that the 

pregeding access arrangements be contained 
in tariffs filed by the BOCs to become 
effective on the date of divestiture. Paragraph 
B(1) provides that these tariffs are to replace 
the division of revenues process that now 
governs AT&T's reimbursement of the BOCs 
for interexchange services, and that the 
tariffs may not discriminate against any 
carrier or other customer.. Under Paragraph 
B(2), each tariff must be filed on unbundled 
basis specifying each type of service, element 
by element, and no tariff may require an 
interexchange carrier to pay for types of 
exchange access that it does not utilize. In 
stating that an interexchange carrier is not to 
pay for “types” of access that it does not use, 
Paragraph B(2) means that a BOC may not 
bundle various elements into a single take it 
or leave it package. Carriers must be given 
the option of choosing services on an element 
by element basis insofar as disaggregation of 
elements is technologically possible. 

Paragraph B(2) also requires that the 
charges for each type of exchange access be 
cost justified on an element by element basis, 
and that any differences in charges to 
carriers be cost justified on the basis of 
differences in services provided. 
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Interexchange carriers are thus to be given 
the flexibility of requesting and paying for the 
precise type of exchange access that suits 
their needs. The requirement, however, 
governs only the BOC’s own efforts in 
formulating rates in order to assure that those 
efforts do not discriminate among 
interexchange carriers. It does not prevent 
appropriate regulatory or legislative 
authorities from requiring that the exchange 
access charges or any other mechanism 
prescribed by regulatory authorities be 
utilized as vehicles for payments to the BOCs 
of costs allocated to exchange access by 
jurisdictional separations or, in the case of 
apportionment between services subject to 
regulation by an individual state, by state 
regulatory authorities. Paragraph B(2) 
provides only that, given the regulatory 
ground rules, the BOCs must differentiate 
among access charges levied for each 
element of service only through a cost-based 
tariff structure that is non-discriminatory in 
effect. 

Paragraph B(4) requires that where a BOC 
offers exchange access as part of a joint or 
through service, it shall make ex 
access available to all interexchange carriers 
on the same terms and conditions as 
provided as part of the joint or through 
service. Even in such instances, the only 
payment or consideration from an 
interexchange carrier to the divested BOC for 
the provision of exchange access service 
under such joint arrangements shall be 
through the exchange access tariffs. The 
purpose of this section is not to authorize 
divested BOCs to provide interexchange 
telecommunications. Rather, it recognizes 
that in some instances, particularly where a 
BOC provides billing services for : 
interexchange carriers, regulatory statutes 
may imply that the BOCs are engaged in the 
provision of a joint or through service. 
Regardless of whether, under relevant 
regulatory provisions, a BOC is engaged in 
providing a joint or through service with an 
interexchange carrier, the decree prevents the 
reemergence of any division of revenues, 
procedures to supplant the exchange access 

Paragraph C(1) provides that where a BOC 
shares a multifunction facility with another 
carrier, the costs associated with such a 
facility must be carefully allocated so that no 
costs associated with the interexchange use 
of that multifunction facility are included in 
the costs underlying the determination of 
charges for either exchange 
telecommunications or exchange access. In 
addition, the proposed modification is not to 
be construed to require a BOC to provide 
joint ownership or use or its switches or to 
require a BOC to allow co-location in its 
buildings of the equipment of other carriers. 

Paragraph C(2) makes it clear that a 
divested BOC is also permitted to provide 
billing services for such interexchange 
carriers as it chooses without having to 
provide billing services for all interexchange 
carriers. If, however, a divested BOC does 
provide billing services for interexchange 
carriers, the BOC may not discontinue local 

—_ to —— because of 
non-payment of intere: charges unless 
it offers to provide billing services to all 


interexchange carriers. In addition, any 
billing services offered are to be included in 
tariffed access charges to the interexchange 
carriers obtaining such services. 

Finally, due to the phased-in characteristic 
of the exchange access requirement, there are 
instances in which the proposed modification 
permits a BOC to fail to offer exchange 
access to an interexchange carrier that is 
equal in type and quality to that provided for 
the interexchange traffic of AT&T. Because it 
is potentially as discriminatory to provide 
unequal service at equal prices as it is to 
provide equal service at different prices, 
paragraph C(3) provides that nothing in the 
modification prohibits a divested BOC, 
pursuant to regulatory requirement or 
otherwise, from collecting reduced charges in 
instances in which it permissibly fails to offer 
equal access. Such reduced charges might 
reflect the reduced value of the less-than- 
equal access to the interexchange carrier and 
its customers compared to the exchange 
access provided to AT&T and might be at a 
charge below that which would be cost- 
justified. 

D. Enforcement 


Under Section V of the decree, AT&T is 
required to undertake several steps to ensure 
that, after entry, its employees become 
familiar with the terms of the proposed 
modification. Under Section VI, the 
Department of Justice is given extensive 
rights of investigation to ensure that AT&T 
and the divested BOCs comply with the 
provisions of the decree. Under Section VII, 
the Department of Justice is given the right to 
seek Court enforcement of the proposed 
modification and subsequently to seek 
punishment of any violation. After the 
effective date of divestiture, the divested 

become parties to the case and the 
decree, and they may independently seek 
enforcement orders from the Court in case of 
alleged violations by AT&T. 


E. Competitive Impact of the Proposed 
Modification 

Put in simplest terms, the functional 
divestiture contemplated by the proposed 
modification will remove from AT&T the 
power to employ local exchange services in 
ways that impede competition in 
interdependent markets, and will remove 
from the BOCs, which will retain such power, 
any incentive to exercise it. The United 
States believes, therefore, that the 
modification’s divestiture requirement, and 
its complementary injunctive provisions, will 
substantially accelerate the development of 
competitive markets for interexchange 
services, customer premises equipment, and 
telecommunications equipment generally. At 
the same time, the fundamental restructuring 
that the modification requires removes the 
need for the restrictions imposed by the 1956 
Judgment. As explained below, continuation 
of those restrictions would unnecessarily 
impede AT&T ability to participate in 
competitive markets on equal terms with 
other firm. 

1. Interexchange Services. The functional 
divestiture required by the modification 
would remove AT&T's ability to control, 
through its ownership of the BOCs, the access 
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of its competitors to local exchange 
services—access essential to participation in 
interexchange markets. It would remove, in 
addition the incentives of the BOCs to favor 
their former parent—AT&T—in the quality 
and cost of interconnection. 

The requirements of nondiscrimination 
contained in Section II reinforce the long term 
incentive structure that divestiture would 
create by specifically requiring the BOCs to 
treat AT&T and its competitors on an equal 
basis. Appendix B’s equal access 
requirements set out a specific timetable, to 


- which the BOCs must adhere, for the 


provision of equal access. Under the 
proposed modification, AT&T is required, on 
a priority basis, to assist the BOCs in meeting 
this timetable. 

The proposed modification will also 
eliminate incentives and abilities to engage in 
anticompetitive pricing strategies for 
interexchange services. As explained above, 
AT&T's present structure gives it the ability 
and incentive to subsidize lower prices in 
markets where it faces competition with 
revenues earned in regulated markets where 
it faces little or no competition. At present, 
there are two sources available for such 
cross-subsidization—local franchise 
monopolies and basic long distance services 
(MTS/WATS) where AT&T's alleged 
anticompetitive behavior, coupled with now 
removed regulatory restrictions on entry, 
have served to minimize competition. 

Divestiture of the BOCs would, or course, 
altogether remove as one potential source of 
revenues for cross-subsidization, the local 
franchise monopolies of the BOCs. In 
combination with the injunctive provisions of 
the modification, divestiture would also 
remove remaining restrictions on the ability 
of interexchange carriers to compete 
effectively in the provision of ordinary long 
distance services and therefore also eliminate 
AT&T's ability to raise prices for these 
services to fund anticompetitive pricing 
strategies for other services. The proposed 
modification would thus, over time, eliminate 
the second source of potential cross- 
subsidization as well. 

Moreover, because the removal of AT&T's 
incentives and ability to monopolize 
exchange services will accelerate the 
emergence of competition in interexchange 
services, the prospects for the deregulation of 
that market will be enhanced. With the 
dissipation of AT&T’s market power in an 
increasing number of interexchange markets, 
the need for regulatory intervention will 
erode sharply in the coming years. 

2. Customer Premises Equipment. AT&T's 
ownership, through the BOCs, of the 
regulated local exchange facilities has, in the 
view of the United States, given it both the 
ability and incentive to cross-subsidize the 
sale of terminal equipment from monopoly 
revenues. In addition, the BOCs’ payments to 
AT&T under the license contracts for 
research and development have been a 
potential source of cross-subsidization for the 
research and development costs of customer 
premises equipment. Finally, to the extent 
that the local franchise monopoly portions of 
the BOCs constitute a captive market for 
Western Electric equipment sales, as alleged 
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by the United States, AT&T’s ownership of 
the BOCs has created an opportunity to 
subsidize the price of Western Electric 
customer premises equipment with revenues 
derived from the sale of other equipment to 
the BOCs. 

The proposed modification would remove 
each of these anticompetitive potentials. 
Because the divested BOCs would be 
precluded from providing customer premises 
equipment (except for emergency services), 
the modification would eliminate entirely the 
ability to cross-subsidize the sale of such 
equipment with revenues from the BOCs’ 
monopoly exchange telecommunications 
services. By terminating the license contracts, 
the modification would also remove 
potential that the research and development 
of customer premises and other equipment be 
funded from monopoly revenues. Such 
research and development would have to be 
funded through sales in competitive markets. 
Finally, divestiture of the BOCs will eliminate 
the local franchise monopolies as captive 
markets for the sale of Western Electric 
equipment, and substantially eliminate the 
potential for cross-subsidization between or 
among Western Electric product lines.?7 

The prohibition contained in paragraph 
II(D)(2) against the manufacture or provision 
of customer premises equipment (or other 
telecommunications products) by a divested 
BOC will prevent the reemergence of the 
same incentive and ability to leverage 
regulated monopoly power into the customer 
premises equipment market as exists in 
AT&T as presently structured. This 
prohibition should not affect the financial 
viability of the BOCs. Financial viability is 
assured by the ability to earn, under sound 
regulatory supervision, revenues covering 
current operating costs and the costs of 
capital invested in facilities employed to 
render local exchange and exchange access 
services. Moreover, so long as customer 
premises equipment markets remain 
competitive, a BOC’s participation in such 
markets could generate merely a competitive 
rate of return. A BOC could earn excess 
profits in customer premises markets with 
which to subsidize provision of local services 
only if it were able to gain a monopoly 
position, presumably by means of its control 
over local exchange service. This, however, is 
exactly what the 1974 case was brought to 
prevent. 

3. Procurement of Equipment. The 
divestiture of the BOCs from AT&T will 
eliminate the incentives of the BOCs to buy 
from Western Electric regardless of the price 


27 It might be argued that the sale of equipment 
by Western Electric to an expanded AT&T Long 
Lines presents a similar opportunity for cross- 
subsidization. In order for that to occur, Western 
Electric would have to sell some of its equipment to 
AT&T at higher than competitive prices to subsidize 
the sale of other types of equipment in competitive 
markets. While this strategy would be successful if 
the affiliated purchasers are regulated monopolies, 
it is a much less attractive strategy when the 
affiliate (i.e., Long Lines) is subject to competition, 
since the inflated transfer prices must be reflected 
in the price of the ultimate product {intercity 
services). If AT&T engaged in this strategy it would 
simply attract entry by firms whose costs are not 
inflated by higher than competitive prices for their 
equipment. 


or quality of Western’s equipment. It will also 
remove AT&T’s ability, through its control of 
the BOCs, to influence the 

decisions of the BOCs unfairly in favor of 
Western Electric. The injunctive provisions of 
Paragraph II(B) will reinforce this incentive 
structure by requiring the BOCs to treat all 
equipment manufacturers in an evenhanded, 
non-discriminatory manner. Finally, 
elimination of the license contracts between 
the BOCs and AT&T will eliminate the 
mandatory payments under those contracts _ 
as a source of subsidy to AT&T's equipment 
activities. 

Given the divestiture of the operating 
companies, however, further divestiture of 
Western Electric or Long Lines is 
unnecessary to protect competition in 
equipment markets. While AT&T may retain 
the technical ability to cause purchases by 
the expanded Long Lines from Western 
Electric without regard to price or quality, its 
incentive to do so will be greatly reduced 
immediately and ultimately eliminated by 
divestiture of the BOCs. As explained earlier, 
because divestiture of the BOCs will remove 
AT&T’s ability to disadvantage its 
interexchange competitors in access to 
essential facilities, AT&T will become subject 
to competition in all of its services. Because 
excessive transfer prices must be reflected in 
the cost of AT&T’s intercity services, AT&T 
will have, as it becomes increasingly subject 
to competition, an incentive to procure inputs 
as efficiently as possible. 

4. Competitive Effects of Vacating 
Provisions of the 1956 Judgment. As 
discussed in Section I of this Statement, the 
principal provisions of the 1956 Judgment 
consists of restrictions on the kinds of 
business in which AT&T and Western 
Electric may engage and a requirement that 
the Bell System grant non-exclusive licenses 
under all existing and future Bell System 
patents to all applicants. The lifting of neither 
of these sets of provisions should have 
anticompetitive effects. To the contrary, in 
conjunction with the structural and injunctive 
provisions of the proposed modification, 
removal of the 1956 Judgment's restrictions 
should intensify competition substantially. 

As the United States has stated in the 
past, * a fundamental premise of the line of 
business restrictions contained in the 1956 
Judgment was that, absent structural change 
in the Bell System, the best alternative from a 
competition policy perspective was to confine 
AT&T's monopoly power to publicly 
regulated communications. Confining AT&T 
to its traditional arena was thought—absent 
structural change—the most effective way to 
contain AT&T's ability to exploit its 
monopoly power in unfegulated markets. 

The proposed modification’s structural and 
injunctive provisions remove any further 
need for the 1956 Judgments line of business 
restrictions. Divestiture of the local franchise 
monopolies from AT&T will remove the 
source of its monopoly power and its ability 
to leverage monopoly power into related 
markets. Absent control of these monopoly 


**See e.g., February 8, 1980 letter from Assistant 
A 
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bottlenecks there is no competitive rationale 
for confining AT&T's field of activities. At the 
same time, the modification’s 
requirement that the divested local exchange 
monopolies be limited to the provision of 
exchange telecommunications and activities 
that are natural monopolies subject to actual 
tariff regulation will prevent the creation 
anew of incentives and abilities in the BOCs 
to use their monopoly power to undercut 
rivals in competitive markets. Moreover, the 
establishment of non-discrimination 
obligations will ensure that the BOCs do not 
provide unfair, short-run advantages to the 
products and services of their former parent. 
In particular, it should be noted that 
Paragraph II{A) establishes a specific 
requirement that the BOCs provide 
competitors of AT&T in the information 
services market “information access” 
(defined in paragraph IV{I)) that is equal in 
price and quality to that provided AT&T.” 

There is every reason to believe that, 
divested of the BOCs, AT&T will be a 
procompetitive force in the markets that it 
enters. As a result of the modification, it is 
likely that AT&T will expand not only its 
product lines, but also the areas in which it 
sells telecommunications equipment. Thus, it 
is likely that AT&T will compete for sales of 
telecommunications equipment to 
independent telephone companies. 

Lifting the patent licensing requirements 
also will have no anticompetitive effects. The 
rationale for such a requirement is that a 
substantial portion of Bell System researc” 
and development has been funded from 
revenues derived from the provision of 
monopoly exchange telecommunications 
service. The proposed modification would 
terminate the license contracts under which 
these revenues flow to AT&T. AT&T, like 
other firms, will thus be forced to fund its 
research and development from the sale of 
products and services in competitive markets. 
AT&T will, therefore, have no inherent 
advantage over other firms in funding such 
research and development. 

Licenses under current patents that have 
been funded by monopoly revenues, as well 
as existing cross-licensing arrangements, will 
be unaffected by the modification. Moreover, 
there appears to be no reason for AT&T to 
refuse to continue to grant licenses under 
existing patents. All of these factors 
contribute to assuring wide availability of 
AT&T's existing (and, to a significant extent, 
future) patented technology. 

In addition, at the time of the 1958 
Judgment, AT&T was one of very few firms 
engaged in the research and development of 
the technology of telecommunications. AT&T 
no longer enjoys the dominant role it once 
did in such research. Many large, innovative 


2°Under a September 4, 1981, ruling by the United 
States District Court for the District of New Jersey 
(discussed above) AT&T could have entered the 
information services aan through a separate 
subsidiary arrangemen’ 

Ht should be noted dat the 1956 Final Judgnient 
does not prohibit Western Electric sales to 
independent telephone companies. Indeed, the 
United States has the right under that Judgment to 
require such sales to independent telephone 

mpanies. 
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firms are engaged in the research and 
development of the basic electronics 
technology that underlies not only 
telecommunications but data processing and 
other related industries. In these 
circumstances, and absent control of local 
franchise monopolies, continuation of the 
patent licensing requirements would 
needlessly impose on AT&T burdens in the 
development of new technologies not shared 
by its competitors, diminishing its incentives 
for research investment and possibly 
delaying the introduction of new 
technologies. 


F. Impact on Regulatory Agencies 

The modification’s divestiture provisions 
are intended to separate the BOCs’ local 
exchange functions from their intrastate toll 
and customer premises equipment functions. 
The functions would thus be provided by 
separate companies. But this would in no 
way limit or expand the respective scope of 
present federal and state regulatory 
jurisdictions. The states would continue to 
regulate the provision of both intrastate toll 
service and local exchange service. The FCC 
would continue to regulate the provision of 
interstate service. Both the states and the 
FCC would continue to exercise their 
respective jurisdictions over customer 
premises equipment now in the BOCs’ rate 
base. Indeed, by separating the ownership of 
the franchised local exchange carriers from 
that of the carriers providing interexchange 
service, by eliminating the license contracts 
and other financial payments to AT&T by the 
divested BOCs, and by establishing arms- 
length relationships with Western Electric for 
the purchase of equipment, the proposed 
modification should facilitate the exercise of 
regulatory responsibility and, in particular, 
should enhance the effectiveness of state 
regulators in supervising tariffs for local 

services. 

Moreover, with the assistance of state and 
federal regulatory agencies, the Department 
of Justice intends that its review of AT&T's 
plan of reorganization will ensure that the 
divested portions of the BOCs are given all 
assets necessary to perform their designated 
telecommunications functions and have 
sufficient resources to remain financially and 
technically viable enterprises. The review 
will also examine the financial framework of 
the reorganization to ensure that none-of the 
parties to the reorganization is unduly 
advantaged or disadvantaged by the 
proposed financial structure of the new 
companies. State and federal regulatory 
agencies will be responsible, as they are now, 
for determining the value of the assets 
subject to their respective jurisdictions and 
the appropriate rate of return on those assets. 
The modification permits the BOCs to use 
facilities jointly with AT&T, but not to own 
facilities jointly. Any contracts governing 

_ such joint use of facilities, of course, would 
be subject to § 211 of the Communications 
Act of 1934, which requires that such 
contracts be filed with the FCC. In addition, 
the structural separation of competitive and 
noncompetitive markets is consistent with 
recent regulatory decisions.*! 


81 MTS and’ WATS Market Structure (FCC Docket 
76-72), 48 P&F Radio Reg. 67 (1980); Amendment of 


fhe injunctive provisions of the proposed 
modification also are fully consistent with 
regulatory standards. Thus, the equal access 
provision of Section II and the access 
requirements imposed on the BOCs by 
Appendix B articulate in greater detail the 
non-discrimination provisions of the Federal 
Communications Act *? and FCC policies 
regarding fair and equal access to essential 
local exchange facilities.** Similarly, Section 
Il of the proposed modification requires the 
BOCs to file tariffs providing for equal access 
to local exchange facilities, and Appendix B 
sets out in detail the nature of the 
interconnection arrangements the BOCs must 
make available by tariff to all intercity 
carriers and providers of information 
services. Such tariffs, of course, remain 
subject to existing regulatory jurisdiction. 
Regulatory authority to investigate and 
declare unlawful such tariffs, as well as the 
authority to prescribe new tariffs, will remain 
unchanged. The modification also would not 
alter regulatory jurisdiction to supervise the 
interconnection practices of regulated 
carriers. Thus, the timetable established by 
the modification provides the mandatory, 
maximum period in which equal access must 
be effected, but would not prevent the FCC 
from imposing more stringent equal access 
requirements upon the BOCs, or accelerating 
the timetable for the provision of such access. 

The modification provides that the access 
charges will replace the contractual division 
of revenues arrangement within the Bell 
System. The modification would thus 
dissolve the contractual means by which 
revenues are divided between the BOCs and 
AT&T. It would not, however, affect the 
jurisdictional separations rules under which 
the FCC allocates the costs of providing 
service between federal and state 
jurisdictions through the mechanism of joint 
federal-state boards established by the FCC 
pursuant to Section 410{c) of the 
Communications Act. The substitution of 
access charges for the division of revenues 
process need not, therefore, produce any 
change in the level of compensation for the 
use of local exchange facilities, since federal 
and state agencies will continue to set the- 
level of contribution to local exchange costs 
paid by both intrastate and interstate 
interexchange carriers. 

Next, under the proposed modification, the 
BOCs are required to provide access to 
interexchange carriers and providers of 
information service by means of facilities in 
territories denominated “exchange areas” to 
be established in accordance with certain 
criteria set forth in Paragraph [V(G) of the 
modification. In the event that such criteria 
conflict with regulatory objectives, 


Section 64.702 of the Commission's Rules and 
Regulations (FCC Docket 20828), 77 F.C.C. 2d 384, on 
reconsideration 894 F.C.C. 2d (1980), on further 
reconsideration FCC No. 81-481 (released October 
30, 1981), review pending sub nom. Computer and 
Communications Industry Ass'n. v. FCC, D.C. Cir. 
No’s. 80-1471 et al. 

32 Section 202 of the Communications Act of 1934, 
as amended, 47 U.S.C. 202. 

33 Specialized Common Carriers, 29 F.C.C. 2d 870 
(1971), aff'd. sub nom. Washington Utilities and 
Transp. Comm'n. v. FCC, 413 F.2d 1142 (9th Cir.), 
cert. denied 423 U.S. 836 (1975). 
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application may be made to the Court for 
relief. In responding to such an application 
the United States would place great weight 
on legitimate regulatory interests in the 
definition of local exchange boundaries. It 
should also be noted that the modification 
would not affect the jurisdiction of the states 
to establish the prices for service within 
exchange areas, or to establish separate local 
calling areas within an exchange area. 

Finally, should a regulatory agency issue 
an order that is in apparent conflict with the 
provisions of this proposed modification, 
AT&T or an affected BOC may petition the 
Court, under Section VII, for such 
modification or construction of the decree as 
may be appropriate. 


IV. Remedies Available to Private Plaintiffs 


The proposed modification, if entered, 
would in no way affect the rights of any 
present (or potential) private plaintiff who 
has or might have been damaged by the 
alleged violations to sue for monetary 
damages and any other legal or equitable 
relief to which they might otherwise be 
entitled. Because, however, Section 5{a) of 
the Clayton Act, as amended, 15 U.S.C. 16(a), 
allows a judgment to be invoked as prima 
facie evidence in private litigation only 
where the judgment operates as an estoppel 
between the parties, the proposed 
modification would not have such prima 
facie effect.** 


V. Procedures Available for Modification of 


_ the Proposed Judgment 


The proposed modification of Final 
Judgment is subject to a stipulation, by and 
between the United States and defendants, 
providing that the United States may 
withdraw its consent to the proposed 
modification at any time before it is entered 
by the Court. Under the proposed judgment, 
the Court would retain jurisdiction of this 
action in order, among other things, to permit 
any of the parties to apply for any necessary 
or appropriate modification of the judgment 
or construction of its provisions. 

As provided by the Court's order of 
January 21, 1982 and February 5, 1982, any 
person believing that the proposed judgment 
should be modified may, during the sixty-day 
period ending April 20, 1982, provided for in 
the Court's order, submit written comments 
on the judgment to Gerald A. Connell, Chief, 
U.S. v. AT&T Trial Staff, Antitrust Division, 
United States Department of Justice, 
Washington, D.C. 20530. The Department of 
Justice will file with the Court and publish in 
the Federal Register such comments and the 
Department's response to them. The 
Department will thereafter evaluate any and 
all such comments and determine whether 
there is any reason for withdrawal of its 
consent to the proposed modification. 


* Of course, the substantial record compiled in 
United States v. AT6T may provide ee to 
private plaintiffs. Inquiries conce: 
availability of trial record materials ald be sent 
to the address included in Section V - the 
Statement. 
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VI. Alternatives Actually Considered by the 
United States 


The parties have explored from time to 
time with varying degrees of specificity the 
possibility of resolving their differences 
arising from the 1956 Judgment and in U.S. v. 
ATST. These discussions resulted, on two 
occasions, in the development of what could 
be deemed alternatives actually considered 
by the United States, the first only in 
tentative form and on the Department's side 
alone, the second in substantially complete 
detail. 

Beginning in January 1981, prior to 
commencement of trial in the AT&T Case, the 
United States considered and discussed with 
counsel for AT&T the possibility of a decree 
that would divest a small number of BOCs 
and a portion of Western Electric from AT&T, 
require the remaining BOCs to establish 
separate businesses to provide exchange 
telecommunications and exchange access to 
AT&T and its intercity service competitors, 
and include several injunctive provisions. 
These various possibilities were never put in 
the form of a proposal either by AT&T or by 
the Department. Moreover, the Department 
itself ultimately rejected the general 
directions being discussed as altogether 
insufficient to meet the objectives of the 
litigation and as posing unacceptable costs to 
efficient functioning of telecommunications 
markets. 

Shortly prior to the negotiations that gave 
rise to the proposed modification, the United 
States considered and discussed with AT&T 
a purely injunctive, non-structural resolution 
of the two controversies. The proposed 
resolution would have removed the line of 
business restrictions in the 1956 Judgment 
and substituted extemely detailed and 
complex requirements and restrictions on 
AT&T’s activities. It would have required 
detailed and extensive monitoring arid would 
have imposed substantial costs on AT&T and 
the United States. Most importantly, this 
“regulatory” alternative would have been far 
less certain than the proposed modification to 
achieve an environment in 
telecommunications services and equipment 
markets that would promote vigorous and 
effective competition. 

The regulatory alternative was designed to 
inhibit the ability, but not the incentive, of 
AT&T to abuse the monopoly power it has 
enjoyed, by virtue of its structure, in 
telecommunications services and equipment 
markets. Toward that end, the alternative 
contained numerous provisions obligating 
AT&T_and the BOCs to afford non- 
discriminatory treatment to AT&T's 
competitors in the provision of 
telecommunications equipment and services. 
Specifically, AT&T would have been required 
to provide non-discriminatory access for 
intercity carriers to the BOC’s local 
distribution facilities and to establish and 
publish indices measuring the performance of 
the BOCs in granting equal access. The BOCs 
would have been required to establish an 
access office and to publish written 


personnel and AT&T competitors, the 
transfer of information internally and with ~ 


other persons, the establishment and 
dissemination of technical standards, the 
construction of new facilities, and the 
introduction of new services. Like the 
proposed modification, the alternative would 
have required the filing of access charge’ 
tariffs designed to achieve equal treatment of 
all carriers. 

With respect to BOC procurement, the 
alternative would have contained provisions 
limiting Western Electric's sales to the Bell 
System to a specified percentage of its sales 
outside of the Bell System, and would have 
imposed an obligation that a certain 
percentage of Bell System purchases be made 
from non-Western Electric vendors. Special 
Masters would have been appointed to 
monitor these and other provisions. 

Several provisions were designed to ensure 
that the BOCs treat competitors of Western 
Electric in a fair and non-discriminatory 
manner. For example, the BOCs would have 
been required to establish organizations with 
sufficient resources to make independent 
procurement decisions. The alternative would 
also have imposed various obligations on the 

ing the transfer of procurement- 
related information internally and with other 
persons and would have required the 
establishment and retention of records 
relating to procurement decisions. Other 
provisions would have governed 
identification of procurement personnel and 
product evaluations, and established various 
procedures regarding major product 
development intended to create an equal 
opportunity for outside manufacturers to 
participate in the development of major Bell 
System products. Further provisions dealt 
with AT&T and BOC responsibilities 
regarding the dissemination of technical 
information. 

The alternative also would have contained 
various restrictions on the use of payments 
made by the BOCs under the license 
contracts to AT&T. It would have limited use 
that could be made of information developed 
under the license contract without public 
disclosure. In addition, it would have 
required AT&T to establish a separate 
subsidiary for the provision of customer 
premises equipment and information 
services. The establishment of the separate 
subsidiary would have been subject to 
monitoring by Special Masters. The provision 
would have contained various restrictions on 
the relationships between AT&T and the 
separate subsidiary and various requirements 
dealing with the transfer of information and 
employees. Finally, to resolve disputes 
arising under the alternative, the United 
States had under consideration the 
establishment of detailed arbitration 
procedures. 

The United States believes that the 
regulatory alternative did not approach even 
remotely the effectiveness of the proposed 
modification in achieving-conditions that 
would assure full competition in the 
telecommunications industry. In addition to 
the relative inefficacy of injunctive remedies 
in achieving this goal, the kinds of detailed 
and complex provisions under discussion 
would have imposed substantial costs on 
AT&T in attempting to comply with them and 
on the Court and the Department of Justice in 
attempting to enforce them. 


. Dated: February 10, 1982. 

William F. Baxter, 

Assistant Attorney General. 

Ronald G. Carr, 

Deputy Assistant Attorney General. 
Richard O. Levine, 

Director, Office of Policy Planning. 
Gerald A. Connell, 

James P. Denvir, 

Peter B. Kenney, 

Michael D. McNeely, 

Jeffrey Blumenfeld, 

Alan L. Silverstein, 

David C. Jordan, 

Theodore C. Whitehouse, 

Loren W. Hershey, 

Attorneys, Antitrust Division, United States 
Department of Justice, Washington, D.C. 
20530. 


U.S. District Court for the District of New 
Jersey 

United States of America, Plaintiff v. 
Western Electric Company, Incorporated, 
and American Telephone and Telegraph 
Company, Defendants. 

Civil Action No. 17-49. 


Modification of Final Judgment 


Plaintiff, United States of America, having 
filed its complaint herein on January 14, 1949; 
the defendants having appeared and filed 
their answer to such complaint denying the 
substantive allegations thereof; the parties, 
by their attorneys, having severally 
consented to a Final Judgment which was 
entered by the Court on January 24, 1956, and 
the parties having subsequently agreed that 
modification of such Final Judgment is 
required by the technological, economic and 
regulatory changes which have occurred 
since the entry of such Final Judgment; 

Upon joint motion of the parties and after 
hearing by the Court, it is hereby 

Ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the 
Final Judgment entered on January 24, 1956, is 
hereby vacated in its entirety and replaced 
by the following items and provisions: 


I. AT&T Reorganization 

A. Not later than six months after the 
effective date of this Modification of Final 
Judgment, Defendant AT&T shall submit to 
the Department of Justice for its approval, 
and thereafter implement, a plan of 
reorganization. Such plan shall provide for 
the completion, within 18 months after the 
effective date of this Modification of Final 
Judgment, of the following steps: 

1. The transfer from AT&T and its affiliates 
to the BOCs, or to a new entity subsequently 
to be separated from AT&T and to be owned 
by the BOCs, of sufficient facilities, 
personnel, systems, and rights to technical 
information to permit the BOCs to perform, 
independently of AT&T, exchange 


for, and 
of, 
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2. The separation within the BOCs of all 
facilities, personnel and books of account 
between those relating to the exchange 
telecommunications or exchange access 
functions and those relating to other 
functions (including the provision of 
interexchange switching and transmission 
and the provision of customer premises 
equipment to the public); provided that there 
shall be no joint ownership of facilities, but 
appropriate provision may be made for 
sharing, through leasing or otherwise, of 
multifunction facilities so long as the 
separated portion of each BOC is ensured 
control over the exchange 
telecommunications and exchange access 
functions; 

3. The termination of the License Contracts 
between AT&T and the BOCs and other 
subsidiaries and the Standard Supply 
Contract between Western Electric and the 
BOCs and other subsidiaries; and 

4. The transfer of ownership of the 
separated portions of the BOCs providing 
local exchange and exchange access services 
from AT&T by means of a spin-off of stock of 
the separated BOCs to the shareholders of 
AT&T, or by other disposition; provided that 
nothing in this Modification of Final Judgment 
shall require or prohibit the consolidation of 
the ownership of the BOCs into any 

particular number of entities. 
 B. Notwithstanding separation of 
ownership, the BOCs may support and share 
the costs of a centralized organization for the 
provision of engineering, administrative and 
other services which can most efficiently be 
provided on a centralized basis. The BOCs 
shall provide, through a centralized 
organization, a single point of contact for 
coordination of BOCs to meet the 
requirements of national security and 
emergency preparedness. 

C. Until September 1, 1987, AT&T, Western 
Electric, and the Bell Telephone Laboratories, 
shall, upon order of any BOC, provide on a 
priority basis all research, development, 
manufacturing, and other support services to 
enable the BOCs to fulfill the requirements of 
this Modification of Final Judgment. AT&T 
and its affiliates shall take no action that 
interferes with the BOCs’ requirements of 
nondiscrimination established by section II. 

D. After the reorganization specified in 
paragraph A(4), AT&T shall not acquire the 
stock or assets of any BOC. 


I. BOC Requirements 

A. Subject to Appendix B, each BOC shall 
provide to all interexchange carriers and 
information service providers exchange 
access, information access, and exchange 
services for such access on an unbundled, 
tariffed basis, that is equal in type, quality, 
and price to that provided to AT&T and its 
affiliates 


B. No BOC shall discriminate between 
AT&T and its affiliates and their products 
and services and other persons and their 
products and services in ther 

1. Procurement of products and services; 

2. Establishment and dissemination of 

technical information and procurement and 
* interconnection standards; 

3. Interconnection and use of the BOC's 
telecommunications service and facilities or 


in . charges for each element of service; 
an 

4. Provision of new services and the 
planning for and implementation of the 
construction or modification of facilities, used 
to provide exchange access and information 
access. 

C. Within six months after the 
reorganization specified in I{A)4, each BOC 
shall submit to the Department of Justice 
procedures for ensuring compliance with the 
requirements of paragraph B. 

D. After completion of the reorganization 
specified in Section I, no BOC shall, directly 
or through any affiliated enterprise: 

1. Provide interexchange 
telecommunications services or information 
services; 

2. Manufacture or provide 
telecommunications products or customer 
premises equipment (except for provision of 
customer premises equipment for emergency 
services); or 

3. Provide any other product or service, 
except exchange telecommunications and 
exchange access service, that is not a natural 
monopoly service actually regulated by tariff. 


Ill. Applicability and Effect 


The provisions of this Modification of Final 
Judgment, applicable to each defendant and 
each BOC, shall be binding upon said 
defendants and BOCs, their affiliates, 
successors and assigns, officers, agents, 
servants, employees, and attorneys, and upon 
those persons in active concert or 
participation with each defendant and BOC 
who receives actual notice of this 
Modificaiton of Final Judgment by personal 
service or otherwise. Each defendant and 
each person bound by the prior sentence 
shall cooperate in ensuring that the 
provisions of this Modificaiton of Final 
Judgment are carried out. Neither this 
Modification of Final Judgment nor any of its 
terms or provisions shall constitute any 
evidence against, an admission by, or an 
estoppel against any party or BOC. The 
effective date of this Modification of Final 
Judgment shall be the date upon which it is 
entered. 


IV. Definitions 


For the purposes of this Modification of 
Final Judgment: 

A. “Affiliate” means any organization or 
entity, including defendant Western Electric 
Company, Incorporated, and Bell Telephone 
Laboratories, Incorporated, that is under 
direct or indirect common ownership with or 
control by AT&T or is owned or controlled by 
another affiliate. For the purposes of this 
paragraph, the terms “ownership” and 
“owned” mean a direct or indirect equity 
interest (or the equivalent thereof) of more 
than fifty (50) percent of an entity. 
“Subsidiary” means any organization or 
entity in which AT&T has stock ownership, 
whether or not controlled by AT&T. 

B. “AT&T” shall mean defendant American 


. Telephone and Telegraph Company and its 


ane 

C. “Bell Operating Companies” and 
“BOCs” mean the corporations listed in 

Appendix A attached to this Modification of - 
Final-Judgment and any entity directly or 
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indirectly owned or controlled by a BOC or 
affiliated through substantial common 
ownership. 

D. “Carrier” means any person deemed a 
carrier under the Communications Act of 
1934 or amendments thereto, or, with respect 
to intrastate telecommunications, under the 
laws of any state. 

E. “Customer premises equipment” means 
equipment employed on the premises of a 
person (other than a carrier) to originate, 
route, or terminate telecommunications, but 
does not include equipment used to 
multiplex, maintain, or terminate access 
lines. 

F. “Exchange access” means the provision 
of exchange services for the purpose of 
originating or terminating interexchange 
telecommunications. Exchange access 
services include any activity or function 
performed by a BOC in connection with the 
origination or termination of interexchange 
telecommunications, including but not limited 
to, the provision of network control signaling, 
answer supervision, automatic calling 
number identification, carrier access codes, 
directory services, testing and maintenance 
of facilities and the provision of information 
necessary to bill customers. Such services 
shall be provided by facilities in an exchange 
area for the transmission, switching, or 
routing, within the exchange area, of 
interexchange traffic originating or 
terminating within the exchange area, and 
shall include switching traffic within the 
exchange area above the end office and 
delivery and receipt of such traffic at a point 
or points within an exchange area designated 
by an interexchange carrier for the 
connection of its facilities with those of the 
BOC. Such connections, at the option of the 
interexchange carrier, shall deliver traffic 
with signal quality and characteristics equal 
to that provided similar traffic of AT&T, 
including equal probability df blocking, based 
on reasonable traffic estimates supplied by 
each interexchange carriers. Exchange 
services for exchange access shall not 
include the performance by any BOC of 
interexchange traffic routing for any 
interexchange carrier. In the reorganization 
specified in section I, trunks used to transmit 
AT&T's traffic between end offices and class 
4 switches shall be exchange access facilities 
to be owned by the BOCs. 

G. “Exchange area,” or “exchange” means 
a geographic area established by a BOC in 
accordance with the following criteria: 

1. Any such area shall encompass one or 
more contiguous local exchange areas serving 
common social, economic, and other 
purposes, even where such configuration 
transcends municipal or other local 
governmental boundaries; 

2. Every point served by a BOC within a 
State shall be included within an exchange 
area; 

3. No such area which includes part or all 
of one standard metropolitan statistical area 
(or a consolidated statistical area, in the case 
of densely populated States) shall include a 
substantial part of any other standard - 
metropolitan statistical area (or a 
consolidated statistical area, in the case of 
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densely populated States), unless the Court 
shall otherwise allow; and 

4. Except with approval of the Court, no 
exchange area located in one State shall 
include any point located within another 
State. 

H. “Information” means knowledge or 
intelligence represented by any form of 
writing, signs, signals, pictures, sounds, or 
other symbols 

I. “Information access” means the 
provision of specialized exchange — 
telecommunications services by a BOC in an 
exchange area in connection with the 
origination, termination, transmission, 
switching, forwarding or routing of 
telecommunications traffic to or from the 
facilities of a provider of information 
services. Such specialized exchange 
telecommunications services include, where 
necessary, the provision of network control 
signaling, answer supervsion, automatic 
calling number identification, carrier access 
codes, testing and maintenance of facilities, 
and the provision of information necessary to 
bill customers. 

J. “Information service” means the offering 
of a capability for generating, acquiring, 
storing, transforming, processing, retrieving, 
utilizing, or making available information 
which may be conveyed via 
telecommunications, except that such service 
does not include any use of any such 
capability for the management, control, or 
operation of a telecommunications system or 
the management of a telecommunications 
service. 

K. “Interexchange telecommunications” 
means telecommunications between a point 
or points located in one exchange 
telecommunications area and a point or 
points located in one or more other exchange 
areas or a point outside an exchange area. 

L. “Technical information” means 
intellectual property of all types, including, 
without limitation, patents, copyrights, and 
trade secrets, relating to planning documents, 
designs, specifications, standards, and 
practices and procedures, including employee 

N. “Telecommunications equipment” 
means equipment, other than customer 
premises equipment, used by a carrier to 
provide telecommunications services. 

O. “Telecommunications” means the 
transmissions, between or among points 
specified by the user, of information of the 
user’s choosing, without change in the form 
or content of the information as sent and 
received, by means of electromagnetic 
transmission, with or without benefit of any 
closed transmission medium, including all 
instrumentalities, facilities, apparatus, and 
services (including the collection, storage, 
forwarding, switching, and delivery of such 
information) essential to such transmission. 

P. “Telecommunications service” means 
~ offering for hire of telecommunications 
facilities, or of telecommunications by means 
of such facilities. 

Q. “Transmission facilities” means 
equipment (including without limitation wire, 
cable, microwave, satellite, and fibre-optics) 
that transmit information by electromagnetic 
means or which directly support such 
transmission, but does not include customer- 
premises equipment. 


V. Compliance Provisions 

. The defendants, each BOC, and affiliated 
entities are ordered and directed to advise 
their officers and other management 
personnel with significant responsibility for 
matters addressed in this Modification of 
Final Judgment of their obligations hereunder. 
Each BOC shall undertake the following with 
respect to each such officer or management 
employee: 

1. The distribution to them of a written 
directive setting forth their employer's policy 
regarding compliance with the Sherman Act 
and with this Modification of Final Judgment, 
with such directive to include: 

(a) An admonition that non-compliance 
with such policy and this Modification of 
Final Judgment will result in appropriate 
disciplinary action determined by their 
employer and which may include dismissal; 


and 

(b) Advice that the BOCs’ legal advisors 
are available at all reasonable times to 
confer with such persons regarding any 
compliance questions or problems. 

2. The imposition of a requirement that 
each of them sign and submit to their 
employer a certificate in substantially the 


following form: 

The undersigned hereby (1) acknowledges 
receipt of a copy of the 1982 United States v. 
Western Electric, Modification of Final 
Judgment and a written directive setting forth 
Company policy regarding compliance with 
the antitrust laws and with such Modification 
of Final Judgment, (2) represents that the 
undersigned has read such Modification of 
Final Judgment and directive and 
understands those provisions for which the 
undersigned has responsibility, (3) 
acknowledges that the undersigned has been 
advised and understands that non- 
compliance with such policy and 
Modification of Final Judgment will result in 
appropriate disciplinary measures 
determined by the Company and which may 
include dismissal, and (4) acknowledges that 
the undersigned has been advised and 
understands that non-compliance with the 
Modification of Final Judgment may also 
result in conviction for contempt of court and 
imprisonment and/or fine. 


VIL. Visitorial Provisions 


A. For the purpose of determining or 
securing compliance with this Modification of 
Final Judgment, and subject to any legally 
recognized privilege, from time to time: 

1, Upon written request of the Attorney 
General or of the Assistant Attorney General 
in charge of the Antitrust Division, and on 
reasonable notice to a defendant or after the 
reorganization specified in Section I, a BOC, 
made to its principal office, duly authorized 
representatives of the Department of Justice 
shall be permitted access during office hours 
of such defendants or BOCs to depose or 
interview officers, employees, or agents, and 
inspect and copy all books, ledgers, accounts, 
correspondence, memoranda and other 
records and documents in the possession or 
under the control of such defendant, BOC, or 
subsidiary companies, who may have counsel 
present; relating to any matters contained in 
this Modification of Final Judgment; and . 

2. Upon the written request of the Attorney 
General or of the Assistant Attorney General 
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in charge of the Antitrust Division made to a 
defendant's principal office or, after the 
reorganization specified in Section I, a BOC, 
such defendant, or BOC shall submit such 
written reports, under oath if requested, with 
respect to any of the matters contained in this 
Modification of Final Salient as may be 
requested. 

B. No information or cneail obtainted 
by the means provided in this Section shall 
be divulged by any representative of the 
Department of Justice to any person other 
than a duly authorized representative of the 
Executive Branch of the United States or the 
Federal Communications Commission, except 
in the course of legal proceedings to which 
the United States is a party, or for the 

of securing compliance with this 


purpose 
.Final Judgment, or as otherwise required by 


law. 

C. If at the time information or documents 
are furnished by a defendant to a plaintiff, 
such defendant or a BOC represents and 
identifies in writing the material in any such 
information or documents to which a claim of 
protection may be asserted under Rule 
26(c)(7) of the Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure, and said defendant or BOC marks 
each pertinent page of such material, 
“Subject to claim of protection under Rule 
26(c)(7) of the Federal Rules of Civil 
Procedure,” then 10 days’ notice shall be 
given by plaintiff to such defendant or BOC 
prior to divulging such material in any legal 
proceeding (other than a grand jury 
proceeding) to which that defendant BOC is 


not a party. 
VII. Retention of Jurisdiction 

Jurisdiction is retained by this Court for the 
purpose of enabling any of the parties to this 
Modification of Final Judgment, or, after the 
reorganization specified in Section I, a BOC 
to apply to this Court at any time for such 
further orders or directions as may be 
necessary or appropriate for the construction 
or carrying out of this Modification of Final 
Judgment, for the modification of any of the 
provisions hereof, for the enforcement of 
compliance herewith, and for the punishment 
of any violation hereof. 

Entered this — day of 

=o 


United States District Judge. 


Appendix A 

Bell Telephone Company of Nevada 

Illinois Bell Telephone Company 

Indiana Bell Telephone Company, 
Incorporated 

Michigan Bell Telephone Company 

New England Telephone and Telegraph 
Company 

New Jersey Bell Telephone Company 

New York Telephone Company 

Northwestern Bell Telephone Company 

Pacific Northwest Bell Telephone Company 

South Central Bell Telephone Company 

Southern Bell Telephone and Telegraph 
Company 

Southwestern Bell Telephone Company 

The Bell Telephone Company of 
Pennsylvania 

The Chesapeake and Potomac Telephone 
Company 


» 1982. 
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The Chesapeake and Potomac Telephone 
Company of Maryland 
The Chesapeake and Potomac Telephone 


Company of Virginia 

The and Potomac Telephone 
Company of West Virginia 

The Diamond State Telephone Company 

The = eg States Telephone and Telegraph 
Compai 

The Ohio ‘Bell Telephone Company 

The Pacific Telephone and Telegraph 
Company 

Wisconsin Telephone Company 


Appendix B 
Phased-in BOC Provision of Equal Exchange 
Access 

A. 1. As part of its obligation to provide 
non-discriminatory access to interexchange 
carriers, no later than September 1, 1984, 
Se eee 

interexchange carriers exchange access on an 
unbundled, tariffed basis, that is equal in 
type and quality to that provided for the 
interexchange telecommunications services 
of AT&T and its affiliates. No later than 
September 1, 1985, stich equal access shall be 
offered through end offices of each BOC 
serving at least one-third of that BOC’s 
exchange access lines and, upon bona fide 
‘ request, every end office shall offer such 
access by September 1, 1986, Nothing in this 
Modification of Final Judgment shall be 
construed to permit a BOC to refuse to 
provide to any interexchange carrier or 
inform&tion service provider, upon bona fide 
request, exchange or information access 
superior or inferior in type or quality to that 
provided for AT&T's interexchange services 
or information services at charges reflecting 
the reduced or cost of such access. 

2. {i) Notwithstanding paragraph (1), in 
those instances in which a BOC is providing 
exchange access for Message 
Telecommunications Service on the effective 
date of this modification of Final Judgment 
through access codes that do not permit the 
designation of more than one interexchange 
carrier, then, in accordance with the schedule 
set out in paragraph (1), exchange access for 
additional carriers shall be provided through 
access codes the minimum 
number of digits necessary at the time access 
is sought to permit nationwide, multiple 
carrier designation for the number of 
interexchange carriers reasonably expected 
— require such designation in the immediate 


(ii) Each BOC shall, in accordance with the 
schedule set out in paragraph (1), offer as a 
tariffed service exchange access that permits 


~ each subscriber automatically to route, 


without the use of access codes, all the 


subscriber's interexchange communications 
to the interexchange carrier of the customer's 
designation. 

(iii) At such time as the national numbering 
area (area code) plan is revised to require the 
use of additional digits, each BOC shall 
provide exchange access to every 
interexchange carrier, including AT&T, 

through a uniform number of digits. 

3. Notwithstanding paragraphs (1) and 2) 
with respect to access provided thro 
end office employing switches 
technologically antecedent to electronic, 
stored program control switches or those 
offices served by switches that 
charateristically serve fewer than 10,000 
access lines, a BOC may not be required to 
provide equal access through a switch if, - 
upon complaint being made to the Court, the 
BOC carries the burden of showing that for 
particular categories of services such access 
is not physically feasible except at-costs that 
clearly outweigh potential benefits to users of 
telecommunications services. Any such 
denial of access under the preceding sentence 
shall be for the minimum divergence in 
access necéssary, and for the minimum time 
necessary, to achieve such feasibility. 

B. 1. The BOCs are ordered and directed to 
file, to become effective on the effective date 
of the reorganization described in I{A)(4), 
tariffs for the provision of exchange access 
including the provision by each BOC of 
exchange access for AT&T's interexchange 
telecommunications. Such tariffs shall 
provide unbundled schedules of charges for 
exchange access and shall not discriminate 
against any carrier or other customer. Such 
tariffs shall replace the division of revenues 
process used to allocate revenues to.a BOC 
for exchange access provided for the 3 
interexchange telecommunications of BOCs 
or AT&T. 

2. Each tariff for exchange access shall be 
filed on an unbundled basis specifying each 
type of service, element by element, and no 
tariff shall require an interexchange carrier to 
pay for types of exchange access that it does 
not utilize. The charges for each type of ~ 
exchange access shall be cost justified and 
any differences in charges to carriers shall be 
cost justified on the basis of differences in 
services provided. 

3. Notwithstanding the requirements of 
paragraph 2, from the date of reorganization 
specified in section I until September 1, 1991, 
the charges for delivery or receipt of traffic of 


‘the same type between end offices and 


facilities of interexchange carriers within an 
exchange area, or within reasonable 
gubzones of an exchange area, shall be equal, 
per unit of traffic delivered or received, for all 
interexchange carriers, provided, that the 
facilities of any interexchange carrier within 
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five miles of an AT&T.class 4 switch shall, 
with respect to end offices served by such 
class 4 switch, be considered to be in the 
same subzone as such class 4 switch. 

4. Each BOC offering exchange access as 
part of a joint or through service shall offer to 
make exchange access available to all 
interexchange carriers on the same terms and 
conditions, and at the same charges, as are 
provided as part of a joint or through service, 
and no payment or consideration of any kind 
shall be retained by the BOC for the 
provision of exchange access under such 
joint or through service other than through 
tariffs filed pursuant to this 

C. 1. Nothing in this Modification of Final 
Judgment shall be construed to require a BOC 
to allow joint ownership or use of its 
switches, or to require a BOC to allow co- 
location in its building of the equipment of 
other carriers. When a BOC uses facilities 
that (i) are employed to provide exchange 
telecommunications or exchange access or 
both, and [ii) are also used for the 
transmission or switching of interexchange 
telecommunications, then the costs of such 
latter use shall be allocated to the 
interexchange use and shall be excluded from 
the costs underlying the determination of 
charges for either of the former uses. 

2. Nothing in this Modification of Final 
Judgment shall either require a BOC to bill 
customers for the interexchange services of 
any interexchange carrier or preclude a BOC 
from billing it customers for the interexhange 
services of any interexchange carrier it 
designates, provided that when a BOC does 
provide billing services to an interexchange 
carrier, the BOC may not discontinue local 
exchange service to any customer because of 
nonpayment of interexchange charges unless 
it offers to provide billing services to all 
interexchange carriers, and provided further 
that the BOC’s cost of any such billing shall 
be included in its tariffed access charges to 
that interexchange carrier. 

3. Whenever, as permitted by this 
Modification of Final Judgment, a BOC fails 
to offer exchange access to an interexchange 
carrier that is equal in type and quality to 
that provided for the interexchange traffic of 
AT&T, nothing in this Modification of Final 
Judgment shall prohibit the BOC from 
collecting reduced charges for such less-then- 
equal exchange access to reflect the lesser 
value of such exchange access to the 


~ interexchange carrier and its customers 


compared to the exchange access provided 
AT&T. 

{FR Doc, 82-4073 Filed 2-16-62; 6:45 amj 

BILLING CODE 4410-01-M 
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Protection Agency 


Noise Emission Standards: Medium and 
Heavy Trucks; Truck-Mounted Solid 
Waste Compactors 
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 


40 CFR Part 205 
[AH-FRL 1931-2] 


Noise Emission Standards: Medium 
and Heavy Trucks—Truck-Mounted 
Solid Waste Compactors 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency (EPA). 

ACTION: Deferral of effective dates: 
Final rule. 


sumMaARY: The U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency (EPA) hereby defers 
the effective date for the noise emission 
standard of 80 decibels (dB) for medium 
and heavy trucks from January 1, 1983 to 
January 1, 1986. This action is being 
taken after consideration of comments 
and new technical information that were 
received by the Agency in response to 
two Federal Register notices: One dated 
January 27, 1981 (46 FR 8497) which 
deferred the original effective date from 
January 1, 1982 to January 1, 1983 in 
response to requests for near-term 
economic relief from truck manufacturers 
and users; and the second notice of 
March 19, 1981 (46 FR 17558) which 
solicited public comment as to whether 
the Agency should consider withdrawal 
of the 80 dB standard. 

The Noise Control Act of 1972 
requires that the Administrator of EPA 
set limits on the noise emissions of new 
products distributed in commerce, that 
are requisite to protect public health and 
welfare, taking into account the use of 
the product {alone or in combination 
with other products), the degree of noise 
reduction achievable with best available 
technology, and the costs of compliance. 

In consideration of the present 
economic state of the truck industry and 
the potential interrelationship of design 
changes that may be required to meet 
the 80 dB standard with technological 
innovations now being considered to 
reduce exhaust emissions and improve 
fuel economy, the Administrator has 
concluded that an additional three-year 
deferral of the 80 dB standard for 
medium and heavy trucks to 1986 is 
appropriate. Thus, the purpose of this 
deferral is twofold: First, to provide 
near-term economic relief to the truck 
industry by allowing them to 
temporarily divert those resources that 
would otherwise be used to comply with 
the 1983 80 dB standard to help meet 
their near-term economic recovery 
needs, and second, to permit 
manufacturers to align and economize 
the design requirements attendant to the 
80 dB standard with improved fuel 
economy designs and Federal air 


emissions standards anticipated in the 
1986 timeframe. 

This action is expected to introduce 
only a small loss in near-term health 
and welfare benefits due to the delayed 
entry into the fleet of trucks quieted 


- below the current Federal regulatory 


level of 83 dB. This deferral should have 
no adverse effects on the total benefits 
anticipated in the out-years. 

Because the Federal noise emission 
standard for truck-mounted solid waste 
compactors is closely related to the 
noise level of medium and heavy truck 
chassis, the effective date for the 76 dB 
compactor standard is also being 
deferred by this notice, from July 1, 1983 
to July 1, 1986. 

EFFECTIVE DATES: All medium and 
heavy trucks manufactured after 
January 1, 1986 must not emit a noise 
level (A-weighted) in excess of 80: dB 
when measured as prescribed in 40 CFR 
Part 205, Subpart B, Noise Emission 
Standards for Medium and Heavy 
Trucks (41 FR 15538). 

All truck-mounted solid waste 
compactors manufactured after July 1, 
1986 must not emit a noise level (A- 
weighted) in excess of 76 dB when 
measured as prescribed in 40 CFR Part 
205, Subpart F, Noise Emission 
Standards for Truck-Mounted Solid 
Waste Compactors (44 FR 56524). 

These amendments take effect on or 
before March 19, 1982. 

ADDRESSES: Copies of the public docket 
(ONAC Docket 81-02—Medium and 
Heavy Trucks); the Agency's analysis of 
the comments to the Docket; the Agency 
report entitled, “Updated Analysis of 
the Benefits and Costs of the 80 dB 
Noise Emission Regulation for Medium 
and Heavy Trucks;” related 
correspondence; and other documents 
supporting these amendments are 
available for public inspection between 
the hours of 8:00 a.m. and 4:00 p.m. at 
the Central Docket Section of the 
Environmental Protection Agency, West 
Tower, Gallery 1, 401 M Street SW., 
Washington, D.C. 20460. As provided in 
40 CFR Part 2, a reasonable fee may be 
charged for copying services. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Timothy M. Barry, Program Manager, 
Standards and Regulations Division, 
(ANR-490), U.S. Environmental 
Protection Agency, Washington, D.C. 
20460; or phone (703) 557-2710, 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


I. Background 


EPA published noise emission 
regulations for newly manufactured 
medium and heavy trucks on April 13, 
1976 (41 FR 15538).. The regulations 
required that trucks having a gross 
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vehicle weight rating (GVWR) greater 
than 10,000 pounds and manufactured 
after January 1, 1978 meet a not-to- 
exceed noise level of 83 dB when 
measured in accordance with the 
specified test procedure. Trucks 


‘ manufactured after January 1, 1982 were 


required to meet a not-to-exceed noise 
ievel of 80 dB. 

In response to petitions for 
reconsideration of the 80 dB standard 
which were submitted by International 
Harvester Company and Mack Trucks, 
Incorporated, the Agency on January 19, 
1981 (published in the Federal Register 
on January 27, 1981 (46 FR 8497)) 
deferred the effective date of the 80 dB 
noise emission standard for medium and 
heavy trucks one year, from January 1, 
1982 to January 1, 1983. The notice 
further stated that because the 76 dB 
noise emission standard for truck- 
mounted solid waste compactors is 
related to the availability of 80 dB truck 
chassis, the effective date of that 
standard was also being deferred one 
year, from July 1, 1982 to July 1, 1963. 

The Agency believed that this action 
would provide adequate temporary 
economic relief to the truck 
manufacturing industry by freeing 
resources that would otherwise be 
expended in 1981 to bring their medium 
and heavy trucks into compliance with 
the 1982, 80 dB regulation. 

The Agency anticipated that some 
parties affected by the 80 dB standard 
might consider the one-year deferral 
either too long or too short. To ensure 
maximum consideration of both industry 
and public concerns, the deferral notice 
also established a 90-day public 
comment period and specifically invited 
comment and new information on 
whether a further deferral of the 80 dB 
standard, beyond one year, might be 
warranted. On March 19, 1981 the 
Agency issued a second Federal 
Register notice (46 FR 17558) that 


- requested public comment on whether 


or not the Agency should consider 
withdrawing the 80 dB standard for 
medium and heavy trucks. The public 
docket (ONAC Docket 81-02—Medium 
and Heavy Trucks) for both notices 
closed on April 24, 1981. 


Il. Discussion 


Analysis of the comments and new 
technical and cost information received 
in response to the Agency's January 27, 
and March 19, 1981 Federal Register 
notices revealed no new substantive 
issues from those previously addressed 
in detail in the January 27, Federal 
Register notice (46 FR 8497) that effected 
the-one-year deferral. The Agency's 


analysis and responses to these 
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comments is available for public 
inspection in the public docket of this 
rulemaking (see “Addresses”). 

In their comments submitted to EPA, 
the truck industry requested that the 
Agency rescind the 80 dB standard 
entirely or at least defer the standard 
until such time that the Agency has had 
an opportunity to fully re-evaluate its 
benefits and costs. The truck industry, 
however, supported retention of the 
current Federal 83 dB noise standard, 
citing its environmental benefits and the 
pre-emption it affords truck 
manufacturers over non-identical State 
and local rules. 

On the other hand, comments 
received from six State and three local 
governments requested the Agency not 
to withdraw the 80 dB standard. One 
State cited the potential adverse 
economic effects on its noise barrier 
program should the 80 dB rule be 
rescinded. Two States recommended 
that, in the event EPA decides to 
withdraw the 80 dB standard, it should 
rescind the truck regulation in its 
entirety, thereby removing the present 
83 dB standard, along with its pre- 
emption of State and local rules, leaving 
noise control of these products totally 
up to State and local governments. 

Seven truck manufacturers submitted 
new cost and pricing data that reflect 
their current assessment of possible 
price increases to meet the 80 dB noise 
standard in 1983. In addition, EPA also 
compiled comprehensive quieting, 
operational and maintenance cost data 
that recently emerged from its on-going 
Quiet Truck Demonstration Program. 
Taking these new data into 
consideration, the Agency updated its 
economic assessment of the 80 dB truck 
standard. The revised quieting costs 
show that, on the average, the 80 dB 
standard can be expected to increase 
the price of a new truck by 
approximately $279, which represents 
an increase of about one percent in the 
average price of a new truck. Further, 
the 80 dB standard may also be 
expected to increase the average annual 
operating costs by about 0.07 percent or 
by about $42 per truck per year. 

The revised cost and pricing 
information that the industry provided 
to the Agency revealed a reduction in 
estimated compliance costs compared to 
previous estimates. However, the Noise 
Control Act of 1972 requires the 
Administrator to take costs of 
compliance into consideration in setting 
feasible noise standards. Based on the 
most recent cost data, EPA has 
estimated that a near-term capital 
investment of approximately $40 million 
may be required of truck manufacturers 
to comply with the 80 dB standard. In 


light of the present economic state of the 
industry, this diversion of resources 
could impose an economic burden on 
the truck industry during a time when 
the industry is focusing its attention on 
recovery and endeavoring to effect an 
upturn in its markets. 

Further, several manufacturers 
requested that any deferral of the 
effective date of the 80 dB standard take 
cognizance of the anticipated effective 
dates of future Federal air emissions 
standards for total suspended 
particulates and nitrous oxides. These 
manufacturers stated that coordination 
of the effective dates for the noise and 
anticipated future air standards would 
allow truck manufacturers to effect 
designs that would meet the needs of 
both standards at the same time, thus 
resulting in potentially significant 
reductions in design and engineering 
costs. 

The Agency has given careful 
consideration to the concerns of State 
and local goverriments who believe that 
extended deferrals of the effective date 
or withdrawal of the 80 dB standard 
would deprive their citizens of the 
protection they had anticipated through 
their adoption of complementary 
regulations which contain the initial 
1982, 80 dB Federal standard. Based on 
projected new truck sales and the low 
turnover rate for the Nation’s truck fleet, 
the Agency believes that the 
incremental benefits expected to be 
provided by the 80 dB standard during 
its first three years, while not 
insignificant, are sufficiently small so 
that a short delay of these initial 
benefits would not deprive the public of 
anticipated long-term health and 
welfare benefits. 

In reassessing the 80 dB standard, the 
Administrator has also given 
consideration to the fact that the Noise 
Control Act of 1972, as amended by the 
Quiet Communities Act of 1978, is 
currently undergoing revision by the - 
Congress. Consequently, the future of 
the Federal noise regulatory program 
and the medium and heavy truck noise 
emission regulation, in particular, is 
uncertain. 


III. Conclusion 


The Administrator has concluded that 
the one-year deferral of the 80 dB 
medium and heavy truck noise emission 
standard that was issued on January 19, 
1981 will not provide adequate time to 
the truck industry to effect a reasonable 
level of economic recovery, or to 
integrate, in a cost-effective manner, 
further noise reduction requirements 
with new air emission and fuel economy 
designs and engineering. Therefore, the 
Administrator is deferring, for an 


additional three years. the effective date 
of this standard, from January 1, 1983 to 
January 1, 1986. 

Based on comments and information 
received by the Agency, and the length 
of this deferral, the Administrator 
believes it unnecessary to decide at this 
time whether the 80 dB noise emission 
standard should be withdrawn. 

This action is expected to save truck 
manufacturers up to $10 million in 
interest charges or opportunity costs as 
a result of deferring inventory and 
capital equipment investments of 
approximately $40 million. This deferral 
should also result in an improved near- 
term cash flow position for 
manufacturers. 

For truck users, EPA estimates a 
potential near-term savings of 
approximately $374 million since users 
will not incur the increased purchase 
price and operating costs associated 
with the 80 dB standard for an 
additional three years. 

In summary, this additional three-year 
deferral is expected to produce several 
near-term effects: Ensure that the 
trucking industry and the public will not 
incur noise regulatory costs that may 
become unnecessary as a result of 
Congressional revisions to the Act; 
provide cash-flow relief and a 
significant cost savings to both truck 
manufacturers and purchasers as a 
result of deferred investments and 
avoided increased costs; provide the 
industry with time to align, and thus 
economize, the design requirements 
attendant to the 80 dB noise standard, 
Federal air emissions requirements 
anticipated in the 1986 timeframe, and 
customer demands for improved fuel 
economy; and introduce a small loss of 
anticipated near-term health and 
welfare benefits due to the delayed 
entry of vehicles quieted below the 
—e 83 dB Federal standard, into the 

eet. 

Because the 76 dB noise emission 
standard for truck-mounted solid waste 
compactors is dependent, in large part, 
on the availability of truck chassis that 
meet the 80 dB standard, the Agency is 
also deferring, for an additional three 


‘years, the effective date of the 


compactor standard from July 1, 1983 to 
July 1, 1986. 

Under Executive Order 12291, EPA 
must judge whether a tion is 
“major” and therefore subject to the 
requirement of a Regulatory Impact 
Analysis. This deferral of the effective 
date for the 80 dB standard is intended 
to provide regulatory relief. 
Consequently, it is not judged “major” 
because: 
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(1) The deferral will not have an 
annual adverse effect on the economy of 
$100 million or more; 

(2) It will not cause a major increase 
in costs pr prices for consumers, 
individual industries, Federal, State, or 
local government agencies, or 
geographic regions; and 

(3) It will not cause significant 
adverse effects on competition, 
employment, investment, productivity, 
innovation, or on the ability of United 
States-based enterprises to compete 
with foreign-based enterprises in 
domestic or export markets. 

The amendment was submitted to the 
Office of Management and Budget 
(OMB) for review as required by 
Executive Order 12291 and received its 
concurrence on September 14, 1981. 

Under the provisions of the 
Regule‘ory Flexibility Act, 5 U.S.C. 601, 
et sec., | hereby certify that this action 
will uot have a significant economic 
impact on a substantial number of small 
entities. These amendments are 
intended to ease manufacturer 
compliance with the noise emission 
standards for the affected products and 
thus should reduce any adverse 
economic effects on these industries. 

These amendments are issued under 
the authority of Section 6 of the Noise 
Control Act, 42 U.S.C. 4905. 


Dated: February 6, 1982. 
Anne M. Gorsuch, 
Administrator. 


PART 205—TRANSPORTATION 
EQUIPMENT NOISE EMISSION 
CONTROLS 


For the reasons set forth in the 
Preamble, the noise emission standards 
for medium and heavy trucks and truck- 
mounted solid waste compactors are 
amended as follows: 


§ 205.52 [Amended] 

1. 40 CFR Part'205, Subpart B, is 
amended by removing the word “1983” 
and inserting in its place, the word 
“1986” in § 205.52(a). 

§ 205.202 [Amended] 

2. 40 CFR Part 205, Subpart F, is 
amended by removing the word “1983” 
and inserting in its place, the word 
“4986” in § 205.202(a). 

(Sec. 6, Pub. L. 92-574, 86 Stat. 1237 (42 U.S.C. 
4905)) 


(FR Doc. 82-4122 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-26-M 
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DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR 


AGENCY: Fish and Wildlife Service, 
Interior. 

ACTION: Notice of potential United 
States proposals. 


SUMMARY: The Convention on 
International Trade in Endangered 
Species of Wild Fauna and Flora 
(CITES) regulates international trade in 
certain wildlife and plant species which 
are listed in appendices to this treaty. 
The Conference of the Parties to CITES 
resolved, at a meeting in New Delhi, 
India, that the status of listed species 
should be periodically reviewed. The 
first such review is to be concluded in 
1983 at the next meeting of the Parties. 
The Service has reviewed the status 
of wildlife and plant species in 
Appendices I and II that are native to 
the United States. This notice 
announces preliminary results of the 
review for wildlife. Results for plants 
will be announced in a separate notice. 
The Service requests further information 
and comments from the public, which 
will be considered in determining 
whether the United States should submit 
these wildlife proposals for 
consideration by CITES Party nations at 
their next regular meeting. 
DATE: The Service will consider all 
comments received by August 31, 1982, 
in determining whether it should submit 
proposals to the CITES Secretariat for 
circulation to the Parties. 
ADDRESS: Please send correspondence 
concerning this notice to the Office of 
the Scientific Authority, U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, Washington, D.C. 
20240. Materials received will be 
available for public inspection from 7:45 
a.m. to 4:14 p.m., Monday through , 
Friday, in room 536, 1717 H Street, 
N.W., Washington, D.C. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Dr. Richard M. Mitchell, Office of the 
Scientific Authority, U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service, Washington, D.C. 
20240, telephone (202) 653-5948. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Background 

CITES regulates import, export, 
reexport, and introduction from the sea 
of certain animal and plant species, 
Species for which trade is controlled are 
included in three appendices. Appendix 


l includes species threatened with 
extinction that are or may be affected 
by trade. Appendix II includes species 
that although not necessarily threatened 
with extinction may become so unless 
trade in them is strictly controlled. It 
also lists species that must be subject to 
regulation in order that trade in other 
currently or potentially threatened 
species may be brought under effective 
control, Such listings frequently are 
required because of difficulty in 
distinguishing specimens of currently or 
potentially threatened species from 
other species at ports of entry. Appendix 
Ill includes species that any Party 
nation identifies as being subject to 
regulation within its jurisdiction for 
purposes of preventing or restricting 
exploitation, and for which it needs 
cooperation of other Parties in 
controlling trade. 

At the Third Meeting of the 
Conference of the Parties to CITES, held 
on February 25 to March 8, 1981, at New 
Delhi, India, the Parties resolved to 
conduct a “Ten Year Review of the 
Appendices” (see 46 FR 33534, June 30, 
1981). The resolution (Conf. 3.20) called 
for regional reviews of species in 
Appendices I and II. A central 
committee, composed primarily of 
representatives from various parties, is 
to meet between April and June 1982 to 
appraise and coordinate regional 
reviews. 

The purpose of this notice is to 
announce preliminary results of the 
Service's review of listed wildlife 
species in North America. This review is 
being conducted in coordination with 
the Canadian Wildlife Service and the 
Direccion General de la Fauna Silvestre 
of Mexico. The Service will consider 
comments and information received in 
response to this notice and views of the 
central committee in determining if 
proposals described below should be 
submitted to the CITES Secretariat for 
consideration by Parties at their fourth 
meeting in 1983. 


Comments Received 


In response to the Federal Register 
notice of June 30, 1981, the Service 
received information about the status of 
several listed species from the Kentucky 
Department of Fish and Wildlife 
Resources and the Washington 
Department of Game. 

The Minnesota Department of Natural 
Resources submitted information.in 
support of a request to delete the wolf 
(Canis lupus) from Appendix II. The 
Service's preliminary proposal ‘on this 
species is discussed below. : 

The Montana Department of Fish and 
Game recommended the deletion of 
bobcat (/ynx rufus), lynx (Lynx 
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canadensis,), mountain lion (Felis 
concolor), bighorn sheep (Ovis 
canadensis), and six species of 
relatively common birds of prey. 

The New Mexico Department of game 
and Fish recommended the deletion of 
numerous species because they were: 
Not subject to significant levels of trade, 
protected in the United States as 
Endangered or Threatened species, 
protected as a game species or 
furbearer, protected under the Migratory 
Bird Treaty Act, not practically 
distinguished from related unlisted 
entities, not endangered or threatened, 
or listed under too broad a grouping. 

The Wisconsin Department of Natural 
Resources recommended delisting of all 
species how included under listings of 
entire orders or families, and replacing 
them with listings of individual species 
in need of protection. Wisconsin also 
asked that species included in its State 
endangered and threatened list be 
retained in the appendices. These 
include wolf (C. /upus), lynx (L. 
canadensis), bald eagle (Haliaeetus 
leucocephalus), osprey (Pandion 
haliaetus), barn owl (Tyto alba), 
Higgin’s eye mussel (Lampsilis higginsi), 
Cooper's hawk (Accipiter cooperi), and 
red-shouldered hawk (Buteo lineatus). 

The North American Falconers 
Association submitted information in 
support of a request to transfer the 
tundra peregrine falcon (Falco 
peregrinus tundrius) from Appendix I to 
Appendix II. The Association stated 
these reasons for its request: the bird is 
not facing immediate extinction, it has a 
strong and substantial population, 
Appendix I listing harms the intent of 
CITES, all captive peregrines in the U.S. 
are identified with leg bands, any 
resulting trade will be minor, and 
‘delisting under the Endangered Species 
Act.(ESA) must occur to accurately 
reflect population status. 

Mr. Alan Shoemaker of the 
Riverbanks Zoological Park, Columbia, 
South Carolina, made several 
suggestions regarding North American 
species. He suggested transferring those 
populations of the wolf (C. /upus) that 
are listed as Endangered under the ESA 
from Appendix II to Appendix I of 
CITES, transferring U.S. and perhaps 
also northern Mexico populations of 
ocelot (Felis pardalis) and margay (F. 
wiedii) From Appendix II to Appendix I, 
delisting the bighorn sheep (Ovis 
canadensis) and tule goose (Anser 
albifrons gambellie), and eliminating the 
broad inclusion of all hawks and owls 
under the-listings of Falconiformes and 
Strigiformes in Appendix II. 
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Potential Proposals 


Tentative proposals resulting from 
this review are briefly discussed below. 
Copies of draft proposals are available 
from the Service's Office of the 
Scientific Authority (see address above). 
Proposals concerning plants will be 
addressed in a separate Federal Register 
notice. 

1. Bighorn sheep (Ovis canadensis}— 
The Service is considering a proposal to 
remove the bighorn sheep from 
Appendix II in Canada and the U.S. The 
animal is managed and protected as a 
big game species in Canada, Mexico, 
and the western U.S. 

The small international trade in this 
species is restricted to hunters importing 
or exporting trophy specimens. 

Mexico recommended Appendix II 
status for the Mexican population in 
1978; the Service is seeking current 
views of Mexico on this species. The 
Service anticipates that Canada might 
submit a proposal for its removal from 
Appendix II. In 1979, Parties at the San 
Jose meeting agreed that these 
populations were included in Appendix 
Il only to effectively control trade in the 
Mexican population. 

2. Gray wolf (Canis Jupus)}—The 
Service is considering a proposal to 
remove populations of gray wolf in 
Canada and Alaska from Appendix II. 
Wolves are sought primarily for the 
commercial value of the pelt although 
some trapping and hunting occur for 
recreation or predator control. Pelts are 
utilized in trimming for jackets and 
coats and other articles for wearing 
apparel. About 90% of the pelts 
harvested in Alaska are utilized 
internally. Prices on the international 
market bring less than $200 and few 
pelts enter that market. 

The gray wolf is listed under the ESA 
as Endangered in most of the contiguous 
48 states, and as Threatened in 
Minnesota. In Alaska, it is regarded as a 
game animal and furbearer, and the take 
is strictly regulated. 

Mexico stated in 1978 that its 
population belongs in Appendix I; the 
Service is seeking current views of 
Mexico on-this species. The Service. 
anticipates that Canada might submit a 
proposal to remove the wolf in Canada 
from Appendix II. Both Alaska and 
Canada control export by means of 
tagging and licensing requirements that 
aid enforcement officers to distinguish 
pelts from those originating elsewhere. 

3. Grizzly bear (Ursus arctos)—The 
Service is considering a proposal to 
remove the grizzly bear from Appendix 
Il in Canada and Alaska. Populations 
remain relatively secure in large areas 


of undisturbed natural habitat in Alaska 
and Canada. 

Grizzly bears are harvested as big 
game trophies in Alaska and Canada. 
About 10% of the animals harvested in 
Alaska are taken by nonresident hunters 
and enter into international trade. 
Within the contiguous 48 states, the 
species is listed as Threatened under the 
ESA. Special rules allow hunting in 
accordance with State law in Montana. 

Mandatory tagging by Canadian 
Provinces and the State of Alaska help 
prevent difficulties in controlling trade 
in other populations. The Parties agreed 
at their second meeting (San Jose, 1979) 
that Alaskan and Canadian populations 
were placed on the Appendix only to 
effectively control trade in other 
populations of the 1 oom because of 
similarity in a 

Tagging an: enaiae requirements 
will remain in force even if Alaskan and 
Canadian populations are delisted. The 
Service anticipates that Canada might 
submit a proposal to remove its 
population from Appendix II. 

4. Lynx (Lynx canadensis)—The 
Service is considering a proposal to 
remove this species from Appendix II. 
The Lynx is found throughout boreal 
forests of Alaska and Canada and in 
certain northern states bordering 
Canada. Population estimates are not 
available due to its cyclic abundance 
pattern. Each State in which lynx are 
harvested, has an extensive border with 
Canada and experiences an increase of 
animals during eruptions in the cycle of 
the Canadian population. 

Currently, lynx are harvested in 
Alaska, Idaho, Minnesota, Montana, and 
Washington. Annual harvests of lynx 
over the past five years in the U.S. have 
averaged between 2,000-3,000 animals. 
Most lynx harvested in the contiguous 
States are taken incidental to bobcat 
trapping. The majority of pelts harvested 
are exported to Europe. In all States 
permitting harvest, tagging of pelts is 
required. Canada requires tagging of all 
pelts and exacts a royalty on all furs 
taken. The Service anticipates that 
Canada might submit a proposal to 
remove the lynx from Appendix II. 

5. Pronghorn antelope (Antilocapra 
americana}—The Service is considering 
a proposal to list the pronghorn antelope 
by population instead of subspecies, 
placing Mexican —— in 


slightly from one another in color and 
form. Transplants of A. americana 
americana into ranges of other 
subspecies have further complicated this 
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the Appendices might simplify the 
matter and afford better protection to 
threatened Mexican populations. 

The pronghorn is hunted for sport and 
there is no commercial trade in it. 
Peninsular (A. a. peninsularis) and 
Sonoran (A. a. sonoriensis) pronghorns 
are listed as Endangered under the ESA 
and are also included in Appendix I of 
CITES. In the United States, the species 
is effectively protected under State 
game laws throughout its range. 

This proposal would retain the 
Mexican populations of A. a. 
peninsularis and A. a. sonoriensis in 
Appendix I and transfer the third, A. a. 
mexicana, from Appendix II to 
Appendix I. The present listing of three 
subspecies would be replaced with the 
listing in Appendix I of A. americana 
(populations of Mexico). The healthier 
status of U.S. populations, effectiveness 
of State game laws, and absence of 
recorded trade in the species, all support 
restriction of this listing to Mexican 
populations. The Service is seeking 
views of Mexico on this proposal. 

6. River otter (Lutra canadensis}—The 
Service is considering a proposal to 
retain the river otter in Appendix I, 
under provisions of CITES Article 
11.2(b), solely to control trade in other 
species of otters. South American and 
Old World otters are heavily exploited 
for their skins to the extent that several 
species are endangered. Skins of otter 
species are difficult to distinguish from 
one another. Therefore, the Service 
might propose to retain the river otter in 
Appendix II because of similarity in 
appearance to other species. 

Over the last five years, the U.S. 
annual harvest of otters has averaged 
10,000-15,000 animals. Presently, 24 
States report stable or increasing otter 
populations. In many States, otters are 
taken incidental to beaver trapping. Due 
to expanding beaver populations, much 
new otter habitat is being created. 
Although the majority of otter pelts are 
exported annually, the average price 
paid per pelt has remained nearly 
uniform (+$40). All pelts exported must 
be tagged to State of origin. 
The Service anticipates that Canada 
might submit a similar proposal for its 
otter population. 

7. Swift fox (Vulpes velox}—The 
Service is considering a proposal to list 
the entire species in Appendix II since 
subspecies are indistinguishable. The 
northern swift fox (Vulpes velox hebes) 
is listed as Endangered under the ESA 
and in Appendix I of CITES. It is thought 
to be extirpated in Canada. However, 
the southern swift fox (V. v. velox) is 
classified as a furbearer in the United 
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States and is taken for its pelt in certain 
western and southwestern states. 

There is some international trade in 
swift fox pelts to Canada. It is possible 
that northern swift fox pelts could enter 
trade because they are indistinguishable 
from pelts of southern swift fox or kit 
fox (considered by taxonomists to be 
the same species or a closely related - 
one, V. macrotis.). 

Canada originally proposed the listing 
of V. v. hebes in Appendix I of CITES. 
The Service now proposes to list the 
entire species in Appendix II since 
subspecies cannot be distinguished. 

8. Tule white-fronted goose (Anser 
albifrons gambelli)—The Service is 
considering a proposal to remove the 
tule goose from Appendix II of CITES. 
The subspecies was originally described 
from specimens from Texas, but is not 
uniformly recongized as a valid taxon. 
Presently, there are two known 
populations: one migrating into the 
Pacific States and the other through the 
Great Plains. 

Because of relatively low numbers 
and as well as an unclear taxonomic 
status, little information exists on 
population trends. These geese are 
hunted along with the more common 
form of white-fronted geese, from which 
they are almost impossible to 
distinguish in flight. White-fronted geese 
are mainly sought after by sport hunters 
and none are recorded in international 
trade. 

The tule goose is protected from trade 
under migratory bird treaties between 
the nations in which it occurs. 

Mexico, in 1978, concurred with 
inclusion of the tule goose in Appendix 
Il, but noted that because of the 
difficulty of obtaining subspecies’ 
identification from hunters, there was no 
information to substantiate it. Canada is 
on record as favoring its removal from 
Appendix II. The CITES Secretariat 
recommended this action in 1981 at New 
Delhi (Doc. 3.15). 

9: Mona Island boa (Epicrates 
monensis monensis)—The Service is 
considering a proposal to transfer this 
subspecies from Appendix II to 
Appendix I. It is found only on Mona 
Island, Commonwealth of Puerto Rico. 
Currently, there are no recorded 
specimens in captivity; only two are 
known to have been collected in the 
past 20 years. ; 

This snake is listed in Appendix II of 
CITES, and as Threatened under the 
ESA. Due to its rarity and because it is 
endemic to Mona Island, it could easily 
be overexploited and, therefore, 

— protection under 


10. Blue pike (Stizostedion vitreum 


glaucum)—The Service is considering a . 


proposal to remove the blue pike from 
Appendix I. Blue pike were once 
abundant in Lake Erie, supporting a 
commercial fishery that collapsed in 
1958. Habitat degradation and 
overfishing have probably extirpated 
this fish. Introgressive hybridization 
with walleye pike (Stizostedion vitreum 
vitreum) may have eliminated the 
remnant stock after commercial 
harvesting ceased. There has been no 
known harvest or international trade 
since 1960. 

This species is listed as Endangered 
under the ESA and was included in 
Appendix I of CITES in 1975. Ini the 
unlikely event that any living specimens 
are discovered, they would be afforded 
ample legal protection under State and 
national laws. The validity of the 
subspecies as a taxon has been 
questioned for many years, in view of 
the variability among walleye 
populations and the occurrence of 
interbreeding. The Service anticipates 
that Canada might submit a similar 
proposal. 

11. Longjaw cisco (Coregonus 
alpenae)}—The Service is considering a 
proposal to remover the longjaw cisco 
from Appendix I. It was formerly 
abundant throughout the deeper areas of 
Lakes Michigan and Huron. The last 
reported occurrence of this species was 
in 1967. Overfishing and sea lamprey 
predation have been cited as reasons for 
its decline. 

This fish is currently listed in 
Appendix I of CITES and as Endangered 
under the ESA. The Service anticipates 
that Canada might submit a proposal to 
remove this species from Appendix I. 


~ Other Species 


The Service has determined not to 
propose other changes in listings of 
North American species of Appendix I 
or II wildlife at this time. For many 
species, the best available information 
either indicates that no change is 
needed, or else it is inadequate to justify 
a change under criteria adopted by 
CITES Parties (the “Berne criteria’’). 

In the case of the tundra peregrine 
falcon, the Service has determined not 
to develop a proposal for transfer from 
Appendix I to Appendix II. Reasons for 
this decision are: Listing the subspecies 
in appendix II could reduce the 
effectiveness of CITES in controlling 
trade in Appendix I peregrines, the 


. transfer is not supported by other 


Parties in which this subspecies occurs, 
and the transfer would conflict with a 
resolution of the Parties (conf. 2.20) 
discouraging the listing of subspecies 
because of the difficulties it creates for 
practical implementation of CITES. 
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Beginning with the Plenipotentiary 
Conference in 1973, there have been 
listings ot taxa above the species level 
(e.g., genera, families, and orders) in the 
Appendices. A majority of Parties has 
shown a continuing interest in such 
listings, which are a convenient way of 
indicating that each species in-a 
particular taxon is individually listed. 
Certain Parties, including the U.S., are 
concerned about this practice because it 
often results in an obligation to regulate 
trade in species of native wildlife that 
already are subject to other forms of 
Federal, or State control. It has been 
difficult to reconcile CITES controls 
with previously existing controls, 
especially when they are separately 
administered by different levels of 
government. 

The Service will consider this issue 
and other ones in the development of 
negotiating positions for the U.S. 
Delegation to the next meeting of the 
Parties. They will be addressed in future 
Federal Register notices. 


Future Actions 


The Service plans to publish a further 
Federal Register notice announcing its 
decisions on the species proposals 
discussed above, prior to submitting U.S. 
proposals to the CITES Secretariat for 
consideration at the Fourth Meeting of 
the Conference of the Parties. The date 
of that meeting has not been set, but it is 
expected to occur around April 1983. 
Notice of the Service's decisions is 
planned for publication in September 
1982. 

Persons having current information 
about species for which the Service 
prepared draft proposals are invited to 
contact the Service's Office of the 
Scientific Authority at the above 
address. The Service also requests 
information on environmental impacts 
of such proposed actions and their 
potential economic effects on State and 
local governments, persons, businesses, 
and organizations. This information will 
be useful in complying with 
requirements of the National 
Environmental Policy Act, the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act, and 
Executive Order 12291. 

This notice was prepared by Drs. 
Richard M. Mitchell and Richard L. 
Jachowski, Office of the Scientific 
Authority. 


Dated: February 8, 1982. 


G. Ray Arnett, 
Assistant Secretary for Fish and Wildlife and 


[FR Doc. 62-4214 Filed 2-16-62; 8:45 am] 
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ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40 CFR Part 32 
[OGC-FRL-2001-5] 


Debarments and Suspensions Under 
EPA Assistance Programs 


AGENCY: Environmental Protection 
Agency. 


ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking. 


summary: This rule sets forth 
procedures that enable EPA to deny any 
individual, organization or unit of 
government the opportunity to 
participate in EPA assistance 
agreements or subagreements, including 
contracts under grants, because of 
serious misconduct or poor performance 
on federally assisted projects. 

This rule will provide EPA with a 
formal procedure for excluding persons 
with a demonstrated record of serious 
misconduct or poor performance from 
participating in any EPA-assisted 
activities and will further the 
Administration's effort to eliminate 
waste, fraud, and abuse in federally 
assisted programs. 

DATE: Comments must be received on or 
before March 19, 1982. 

AppRESS: Send comments to—Gerald H. 
Yamada, Acting Associate General 
Counsel, Environmental Protection 
Agency, Office of the General Counsel 
(A-134), 401 _M St., SW., Washington, 
D.C. 20460. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Stephen M. Sorett (202) 755-6108, Robert 
Meunier (202) 755-0860. 

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Under 
current procedures, EPA can only take 
preventative actions against assistance 
recipients or their contractors in cases 
of fraud or other corrupt practices 
associated with federally assisted 
activity. There are no existing 
regulations that authorize EPA to debar 
or suspend persons or organizations that 
have a demonstrated record of serious 
misconduct or poor performance from 
participation in EPA assistance 
programs. Further, repeated project- 
specific actions are required in order to 
protect the Government's interest. 

In May 1981, an Agency Task Force 
was created to draft a debarment and 
suspension rule for EPA. After internal 
Headquarters and Regional review of 
the draft rule, the Task Force revised its 
draft to strengthen its requirements and 
accommodate comments received. 

This rule has comprehensive coverage 
in that it applies to all recipients of EPA 
assistance as well as their contractors 
and subcontractors at any tier. It also 


includes affiliates of persons and 
proposes that serious problems with 
performance matters that contribute to 
fraud, waste, or abuse should be a basis 
for debarment or suspension. In 
addition, this rule provides for voluntary 
exclusions, settlements, and limited 
participation where appropriate. 

In drafting this rule, the Task Force 
concentrated on developing a flexible 
procedure which assures all parties a 
fair opportunity to challenge a proposed 
decision to debar or suspend a 
particular person yet not be bound by 
formal rules of evidence or procedure. 
This should minimize the amount of time 
and cost that a person or organization 
subject to a debarment or suspension 
action must expend. 

Under Executive Order 12291, EPA 
must judge whether a rule is “Major” 
and therefore subject to the requirement 
of a Regulatory Impact Analysis. This 
rule is not major because it will not have 
an annual effect on the economy of $100 
million or more. This rule was submitted 
to the Office of Management and Budget 
for review, as required by Executive 
Order 12991. Any comments from OMB 
to EPA and any EPA response to those 
comments will be available for public 
inspection at the EPA Office of General 
Counsel, Room 1031, 401 M St., SW.., 
Washington, D.C. 20460. 

February 6, 1982. 

Anne M. Gorsuch, 

Administrator, Environmental Protection 
Agency. 

It is proposed that 40 CFR Part 32 be 
added as follows: 


PART 32—DEBARMENTS AND 
SUSPENSIONS UNDER EPA 
ASSISTANCE PROGRANS 


Sec. 

32.100 Authority. 

32.101 Policy and scope. 

32.102 Applicability. 

32.103 Definitions. 

32.200 Causes for debarment. 

32.201 Initation of debarment. 

32.202 Affiliates and imputed conduct. 
32.203 Period of debarment. 

32.204 Notice. 

32.205 Hearing. 

32.206 Determination. 

32.207 Reinstatement. 

32.208 Limited participation. 

32.209 Voluntary exclusions and settlements. 
32.300 Suspension. 

32.301 Period and scope of suspension, 
32.302 Notice and hearing. 

32.400 Master list. 

32.500 Implementation. 

Authority: 7 U.S.C. 136 et seq.; 15 U.S.C. 
2601 et seq.; 33 U.S.C. 1261 et seq.; 42 U.S.C, 
300f et seq., 4901 et seq., 6901 et seq., 7401 et 
seq., 9601 et seq. 


§ 32.100 Authority. 
Clean Aif Act, 42 U.S.C. 7401 et seg. 
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Clean Water Act, 33 U.S.C. 1251 et seq. 

Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation and Liability Act of 1980, 42 
U.S.C. 9601 et seg. 

Safe Drinking Water Act, 42 U.S.C. 300f et 


seq. 
Toxic Substances Control Act, 15 U.S.C. 


2601 et seq. 

Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and 
Rodenticide Act, 7 U.S.C. 136 et seg. 

Solid Waste Disposal Act as amended by 
the Resource Conservation and Recovery 
Act, 42 U.S.C. 6901 et seq. 

Noise control Act as amended by the Quiet 
Community Act, 42 U.S.C. 4901 et seq. 


« 
§32.101 Policy and scope. 

It is EPA’s policy to do business only 
with those participants which properly 
use Federal assistance. Thus, EPA shall 
deny participation in programs to those 
who have been debarred or suspended 
under this Part. This Part sets forth rules 
for debarment and suspension. These 
actions shall be used to protect the 
interests of the Government and are not 
intended to be sanctions, penalties, or 
forms of punishment. No action under 
this Part shall be taken unless there is a 
reasonable connection between 
performance under an EPA assistance 
program and the offense the person 
being debarred or suspended is alleged 
to have committed. 


§32.102 Applicability. 


This Part applies to all EPA assistance 
programs and subagreements under EPA 
assistance programs. 


§32.103 Definitions. 


~ (a) Affiliate means any person whose 
governing instruments require it to be 
bound by the decision of another person 
or whose governing board includes 
enough voting representatives of the 
other person to cause or prevent action, 
whether or not the power is exercised. 

(b) Assistance means EPA's 
contribution to a project under a grant, 
loan, cooperative agreement, technical 
assistance award, substate agreement, 
or award under the Intergovernmental 
Personne! Act. 

(c) Director means the Director, 
Grants Administration Division. 

(d) Debarment means an action taken 
by the Director under § 32.200 to deny a 
person the opportunity te participate in 
EPA assistance or subagreements. 

(e) Person-‘means any individual, 
organization or unit of government that 
is or may become eligible to receive EPA 
assistance, or its employee. It also 
means any individual or organization 
that is or may become eligible to receive 
a subagreement. 

(f) Subagreement means a written 
agreement between a recipient of EPA 
assistance and another party (other than 
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a public agency) and any tier of 
t thereunder for 


agreemen the furnishing 
of supplies, services, or 


equipment 
necessary to complete the project for 
which the assistance was awarded. 
These agreements include contracts and 
subcontracts for personal and 
professional services, agreements with 
consultants, and purchase orders. 

(g) Suspension means an action taken 
by the Director under § 32.300 to 
disqualify a person temporarily from 
receiving any EPA assistance or 
subagreemeat prior to award. 

(h} Substantial evidence means such 
relevant evidence as a reasonable 

- person might accept as sufficient to 
support a particular conclusion. 


§32.200 Causes for debarment. 

A person or its affiliate may be 
debarred for the following: 

(a) Conviction of or a civil or nolo 
contendere judgment obtained for: 

(1) Criminal commission of 
embezzlement, theft, forgery, bribery, 
falsification or destruction of records, or 
receiving stolen property; 

(2) Commission of fraud, a critainel 
offense, or violation of law or regulation 
relating to personal or organizational 
conflict of interest as an incident to 
obtaining, attempting to obtain, or in the 
performance of, Federally or State 
assisted programs or public contracts; or 

(3) Violation of Federal or State 
antitrust statutes arising out of 
submission of applications, bids, or 
proposals. 

(b) A willful or serious failure to 
perform, or a recent history of 
substantial non-compliance with the 


terms of, one or more Federal assistance 


agreements, contracts, or 
subagreements. 

(c) Violation of any contractual 
provision against receipt of contingent 
fees. 

(d) Debarment by any Federal agency. 

(e) Failure to pay debts to EPA that 
have been finally adjudicated and that 
are not subject to a good faith defense 
by the debtor. 

(f) Doing business with a person listed 
on the Master List (see § 32.400) so as to 
cause that listed person to become a 
participant in EPA assistance programs 
where it is known or should have been 
known that the person was on the list. 

(g) For any other causes of a serious 
and compelling nature indicating lack of 
business integrity or competency which 
may be determined by the Administrator 
or designee to justify debarment. 


§ 32.201 Initiation of debarment. 
Anyone may contact the Director 

concerning the existence of a cause for 

debarment. The Director may refer the 


matter to EPA’s Inspector General for 
further investigation. If, after review or 
investigation, the Director reasonably 
believes that a cause for debarment 
= the Director may propose to 

d 


§ 32.202 Affiliates and imputed conduct. 

(a) The debarment order may include 
all kcown affiliates that knew or should 
have known of the improper conduct. A 
determination to include known 
affiliates in a particular debarment 
action shall be made on a case-by-case 
basis. 

(b) Where the Director proposes to 
debar an affiliate, the affiliate shall have 
a right to: 

(1) Receive notice of the proposed ~ 
debarment; and 

(2) Intervene in any hearing held on 
the proposed debarment or otherwise 
show that the affiliate had no actual or 
imputed knowledge of or involvement in 
the improper conduct. 

(c) The affiliate must, in writing, 
advise the Director within 10 working 
days of receipt of notice of the proposed 
debarment of its intention to act under 
paragraph (b)(2) of this section. The 
failure to provide written notice within 
the 10-working-day period shall be a 
waiver of the right to act. 

(d) The improper conduct of a person 
or its affiliate having a subagreement 
with an assistance recipient may be 
imputed to the assistance recipient for 
purposes of debarment where -the 
impropriety occurred in connection with 
the person's duties for or on behalf of 
the recipient or with the knowledge, 
approval, or acquiescence of the 
recipient or its management. 


§ 32.203 Period of debarment. : 

(a) Unless otherwise provided in this 
section, debarment shall be for a period 
of time commensurate with the 
seriousness of the cause for debarment, 
not to exceed three years from the date 
of debarment determination. 

(b) Where debarment is based solely 
upon debarment by another Federal 
agency, the period of debarment shall 
run concurrently with the period 
established by that other debarring 
agency. 

(c) Debarment may be for an 
indefinite period where a person who 
was previously debarred by any Federal 
agency is determined to have repeated 
the same offense. 


§ 32.204 Notice. 

(a) When the Director decides to 
propose debarment, the Director shall 
notify the person and affected affiliates, 
in writing, of the propesed debarment by 


_certified mail, return receipt requested. 


Notice, if undeliverable, shali be 
considered to have been received by the 
addressee if properly sent to the last 
address known by EPA. 

(b) The notice shall state: 

(1) That debarment is being proposed; 

(2) The specific acts or omissions 
which form the basis of the proposal; 

(3) That the party being served will be 
accorded an opportunity for a hearing 
with right of counsel if the person so 
requests and the request is made in 
writing within 10 days after the date of 
receipt; and 

(4) That failure to timely request a 
hearing will result in debarment as 
proposed. 

(c) If the person is under suspension, 
the notice of debarment shall specify 
that unless the order of suspension is 
terminated, the suspension continues 
until the debarment proceedings are 
completed. If the suspension and 
debarment actions are taken 
simultaneously, the notice shall also 
include all of the information required 
by section 32.302 of this Part. 


§32.205 Hearing. 

(a) The Director shall act as a hearing 
officer or appoint a hearing officer or 
panel which shall conduct a hearing if 
the person or affiliate who is the subject 
of a proposed debarment action requests 
a hearing in accordance with 
§ 32.204(b)(3} of this part. 

(b) The hearing officer shall arrange 
for a prompt hearing and notify the 
parties, in writing, of the time and place 
of the hearing. The hearing shall be 
initiated no later than six months after 
the request is received unless that 
Inspector General determires that such 
action is likely to jeopardize an 
investigation. 

(c) The hearing shall be conducted in 
an informal manner including the right 
to call, ask questions of, and confront 
witnesses without resorting to formal 
rules of evidence or procedure. 

(d) A transcribed record of the hearing 
shall be made unless the person and 
EPA mutually agree to waive the 
requirement for a transcript. A copy of 
the transcript shall be made available at 
cost upon request. 

(e) The existence of the cause{s) for 
debarment shall be proved by 
substantial evidence, except where the 
cause is established under § 32.200{a}{1) 
of this part by proof of judgment or 


conviction of the offenses. 


§32.206 Determination. 

(a) The hearing officer or panel shall 
make a written determiniation (order) 
on the evidence presented, including 
mitigating factors and the extent to 
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which the determination applies to any 
affiliates named in the action. The 
détermination shall be transmitted to all 
respondents by pesonal service or 
certified mail, return a requested. 

(b) Any person may see 
reconsideration for alleged errors of fact 
or law. The request must specifically 
describe the basis for the request and 
must be filed with the hearing officer or 
panel within five days from the date of 
the person's receipt of the 
determination. 

(c) The determination shall be final 
unless within 10 days of the date of 
receipt of the determination or its 
reconsideration any party to the hearing 
requests oe ——_ i me to review the 
findings of the hearing officer. 

(d) Notice of the Administrator's 
decision to review the hearing 
determination and the subsequent 
determination by the Administrator 
shall be given in writing to all 
respondents by personal service or 
certified mail, return receipt requested. 

(e) Where a review is granted, the 
determination by the Administrator 
shall be final and shall be based solely 
on the record of the hearing. The final 
decision shall recite the grounds upon 
which the Administrator's determination 
is made. 

(f) Neither the determination of the 
hearing officer nor the decision of the 
Administrator shall be the subject of a 
dispute under 40 CFR 30.1100 or a bid 
protest or dispute appeal under Parts 30, 
33 or 35 of this chapter. 

(g) Each determination shall become 
part of the record. 


§32.207 Reinstatement. 

(a) Any debarred person may request 
reinstatement by submitting a petition to 
the Director supported by documentary 
evidence stating that the causes for 
debarment no longer exist or have been 
substantially mitigated. 

(b) The determination whether to 
reinstate will ordinarily be based on 
written statements with supporting 
documentation without a further 
hearing. However, the Director may 
require a hearing on the request for 
reinstatement. 

(c) Unless prohibited by statute, the 
Director may at any time reinstate a 
debarred person or rescind the 
debarment upon a determination that 
the cause(s) upon which the debarment 
is based no longer exists. The 
determination shall be in writing and 
= 7 the factors on which it is 

ased., 


§$32.208 Limited participation. 
(a) In an emergency, the Director may 
allow a debarred person to participate 


in EPA programs on a limited basis 
during the debarment period. In such 
situations, the Director shall make a 
written determination that the public 
interest requires such participation. The 
determination shall specify the factors 
on which it is based and define the 
extent of the limits imposed. 

(b) Where a debarred person is the 
recipient of an assistance award, the 
award shall be evaluated on its own 
merits to see if it should be terminated 
under Part 30 of this chapter. 


§$32.209 Voluntary exclusions and 
settlements. 


(a) When in the best interest of EPA, 
the Director may enter into an 
agreement with a person providing for 
that person’s voluntary exclusion from 
EPA programs for a specified period of 
time 


(b) The Director may settle a 
debarment action in the best interest of 
EPA at any time prior to the debarment 
determination. 

(c) Voluntary exclusions and 
settlements are not findings of 
debarment by EPA. However, violations 
of agreements for voluntary exclusions 
and settlements may result in 
debarment. 


§ 32.300 Suspension. 

(a) Whenever the Director believes 
that grounds for debarment exist, the 
Director may suspend a person from 
receiving any award in accordance with 
the procedures in § 32.302. 

(b) The Director shall suspend only 
where compelling reasons exist to 
protect the interests of EPA which 
would be jeopardized by waiting for 
completion of a debarment hearing or 
action. The Director may also susperid a 
person or its affiliates if there is an 
outstanding indictment for a criminal 
offense and where there is a reasonable 
connection between the alleged offense 
and performance under an EPA 
assistance program. 


§ 32.301 Period and scope of suspension. 

(a) Unless otherwise agreed to by the 
a the period of suspension shall 

e: 

(1) Until completion of an 
investigation and ensuing legal 
proceedings, including debarment, 
where suspension is based upon 
criminal indictment; or 

(2) Six months unless a debarment 
proceeding is initiated within six months 
after issuance of a notice of suspension 
in which case suspension shall continue 
in effect pending completion of 
debarment proceedings. 
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(b) The Director shall determine 
whether to include or suspend affiliates 
on a case-by-case basis. 

' (c) For purpose of suspension, a 
person’s conduct may be imputed to 
another person in accordance with 
§ 32.202. 

(d) Any person who knowingly 
participated in the conduct may also be 
suspended. The person is entitled to 
notice and opportunity for a hearing in 
accordance with § 32.302. 

(e) The decision to suspend shall not 
be the subject of a dispute under 40 CFR 
30.1100 or a bid protest or dispute 
appeal under Parts 30, 33, or 35 of this 
chapter. 


§ 32.302 Notice and hearing. 

(a) When a person is suspended, the 
Director shall issue a notice of the 
suspension to all affected persons by 
personal service or certified mail, return 
receipt requested. Notice, if 
undeliverable, shall be considered to 
have been received by the addressee if 
properly sent to the last address known 
by EPA. 

(b) The notice of suspension shall 
state: 

(1) The bases for suspension and 
identify the indictment or describe the 
specific nature of the irregularities, 
without disclosing the government's 
evidence; 

(2) The period of the suspension; 

(3) That bids, proposals, and 
applications for assistance will not be 
solicited-or accepted from the person 
and, if received, will not be considered; 
and 

(4) That the. person given notice is 
entitled to a hearing on the suspension if 
the person requests a hearing within 10 
working days of receipt of the notice. 

(c) A hearing under the section shall 
be conducted, to the extent practicable, 
in accordance with the procedures in 
§ 32.205. 

(d) The hearing officer or panel shall 
make a written determination (order) on 
the evidence presented, including 
mitigating factors and the extent to 
which the determination applies to any 
affiliates named in the action. 


§ 32.400 Master list. 

(a) The Director shall maintain a 
Master List of debarments, suspensions, 
and voluntary exclusions under this 
Part. 

(b) The Master List shall show as a 
minimum the following information: 

(1) The names of those persons whom 
EPA has debarred or suspended under 
this Part; 

(2) The basis of authority for such 
action; 
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(3) The reasons for debarment or 
suspension; 

(4) The period of debarment or 
suspension, including the expiration 
date(s); and 

(5) The name of the debarring or 
suspending agency, where EPA’s 
debarment or suspension is based on 
debarment or suspension by another 
Federal agency. 

(c) The Master List shall include a 
separate section listing persons 
voluntarily excluded from participation 
in EPA programs. 

§ 32.500 implementation. 

(a) No award of assistance or 
subagreements shall be made to any 
person on the Master List. 

(b) Doing business under an EPA 
assistance agreement with a person who 
is named on the Master List shall result 
in disallowance of costs under such 
agreement and may result in debarment 
under § 32.200. 

[FR Doc. 82-4215 Filed 2-16-82; 8:45 am] 
BILLING CODE 6560-39-M 
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND 
HUMAN SERVICES 

Food and Drug Administration 

21 CFR Part 203 

[Docket Nos. 79N-0186 and 80N-0370] 


Prescription Drug Products; Proposal 
to Revoke Patient Package — 
Requirements 


AGENCY: Food and Drug Administration. 
ACTION: Proposal to revoke final rule. 


SUMMARY: The Food and Drug 
Administration (FDA) is proposing to 
revoke its final rule establishing 
requirements and procedures for the 
preparation and distribution of patient 
package inserts (PPI's) for prescription 
drug products for human use. On the 
basis of its further review of its PPI 
program, FDA believes the goals of 
providing patients with information 
about prescription drugs can be reached 
more effectively and efficiently by 
cooperating with health professionals 
and others in both the public and private 
sector to expand upon current initiatives 
in patient education, rather than by 
pursuing a more limited mandatory 
program through Federal regulations. 
DATE: Comments by April 19, 1982. 


ADDRESS: Written comments to the 
Dockets Management Branch (HFA- 
305), Food and Drug Administration, Rm. 
4-62, 5600 Fishers Lane, Rockville, MD 
20857. 

FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Eileen Hodkinson, Bureau of Drugs 
(HFD-30), Food and Drug 
Administration, 5600 Fishers Lane, 
Rockville, MD 20857, 301-443-4690. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In the 
Federal Register of September 12, 1980 
(45 FR 60754), FDA issued a regulation 
requiring patient package inserts for 
certain prescription drug products. This 
regulation was.an effort to deal with the 
complex problem of providing patients 
using prescription drugs with useful 
information on drug use. 

There appears now to be a general 
consensus among the health care 
professions, the related industries, and 
the govenment that patients should be 
provided with more information about 
prescription drugs. Nonetheless, there 
remains significant disagreement among 
the same parties as to the best 
approaches to providing such 
information. 

The Food and Drug. Administration’ s 
regulation would have required leaflets 
to be given to patients at the time 
prescription drugs were dispensed. 
These leaflets, commonly known as .. 


patient package inserts or “PPI’s,” were 
to be distributed under a system that 
borrowed heavily on the regulatory 
mechanisms by which the agency has 
routinely regulated the manufacture and 
sale of prescription drugs. 
Manufacturers would have been 
obligated to prepare the leaflets and to 
provide them to dispensers who were 
then obligated to provide them to 
patients with each new prescription 
dispensed. 

While FDA originally, in proposing its 
program (44 FR 40016; July 6, 1979), 
planned to require the dispensing of 
leaflets for virtually all prescription 
drugs, the agency subsequently decided, 
because of continuing concerns about 
the cost and effectiveness of the 
program, to limit it to a 3-year pilot 
program involving 10 classes of drugs 
(approximately 150 to 200 drug products) 
(45 FR 60754; September 12, 1980). This 
“pilot” program was intended to provide 
more definite data about the costs and 
benefits of PPI’s. 

The pilot program was to be effective 
for three drugs (cimetidine, clofibrate, 
and propoxyphene) on May 25, 1981 (45 
FR 78516; November 25, 1980); and for 
two other drugs (ampicillin and 
phenytoin) on July 1, 1981 (46 FR 160; 
January 2, 1981). Effective dates for the 
remaining five drugs were not 
established. 

On February 17, 1981, shortly after 
assuming office, President Reagan 
issued Executive Order 12291 (46 FR 
13193; February 19, 1981). Section 2 of 
that Order requires each agency to 
adhere to certain principles in 
promulgating new regulations and 
reviewing existing regulations. Because 


-these factors generally echoed in large 


measure the concerns expressed about 
mandatory PPI’s, the Department of 
Health and Human Services and FDA 
decided that a review of the PPI rule 
would be a proper response to the 
Executive Order. 

In the Federal Register of April 28, 
1981, the agency stayed the effective 
dates for the five drugs for which the 
rule was then scheduled to take effect 
(46 FR 23815, 23739). The stays were 
justified on the basis that there needed 
to be further review of the questions 
that had continued to be raised about 
the program. Numerous comments had 
been received expressing the view that 
mandatory PPI’s were unnecessarily 
burdensome, costly, and not consistent 
with Executive Order 12291. The agency 


noted in the stay notices that additional 


review of the PPI program was 
consistent with the spirit of the 
Executive Order. 

On September 30 and October 1, 1981, 
the agency held a public meeting in’ 


' pilot 


Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 32 / Wednesday, February 17, 1982 / Proposed Rules 


Washington, DC, on the PPI program. 
Individuals and organizations 
representing all sides of the debate 
surrounding PPI's presented testimony _ 
at the meeting, which was chaired by 
the Commissioner and Deputy 
Commissioner of FDA. 

The Commissioner of Food and Drugs 
has reviewed the information that was 
presented at the public meeting, the 
information in the agency's 
administrative record of the patient 
package insert program, and the results 
of a 3-year study conducted under 
contract for the agency by the Rand 
Corp. on the effects of prototype PPI’s. 
The review included an analysis of the 
suitability of the pilot program for 
producing reliable data on the 
effectiveness of PPI’s; a consideration of 
alternative means of providing needed 
information to patients about drugs 
prescribed for their use; and an 
examination of the.cost effectiveness of 
PPI's and other sources of drug 
information. On the basis of that review, 
FDA is proposing to revoke the 
regulation of September 12, 1980. 


Rationale for Agency Decision 


At the time it decided to implement 
the 10-drug pilot program, FDA 
recognized that additional studies would 


’ be needed to confirm the program's 


utility, to determine whether its costs - 
would be reasonable in terms of the 
benefits the program might provide, and 
ultimately to determine whether such a 
program was the best way to convey 
information about prescription drug 
products to patients. For these reasons, 
the pilot program was to be evaluated 
before the agency would apply the 
requirements to additional drugs. 

On the basis of its review, however, 
FDA no longer believes it can justify the 
10-drug pilot program. The decision to 
propose its revocation is based both on 
‘new information and on a different view 
and evaluation of some of the same 
factors that were present in the decision 
to implement the program. The agency 
still believes strongly that informing 
patients more fully about prescription 

will significantly improve the 
quality of their health care. It is no 
longer convinced, however, that a 
mandatory program that would provide 
patients with individualized, drug- 
specific leaflets at the time of dispensing 
is the most effective way of 
accomplishing this goal. 

One of the poe s shortcomings, 
the Commissioner believes, is that the 
program’would not likely have 
achieved its principal objective, that of 
making it possible to determine whether 
a mandatory, pharmacy-oriented, drug 
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leaflet program is the only practical way 
of accomplishing patient education on 
drugs. While the pilot program might 
have shown that the program is 
technically viable, i.e., that pharmacists 
are able to provide PPI's and that 
patients will read them, it would likely 
not show whether the program's 
ultimate goal—improving patient 
knowledge of prescription drugs in an 
effort to reduce the level of misuse of 
prescription drugs—could be achieved 
by other initiatives, including those 
sponsored by the private sector, or 
whether other methods might produce 
even better results. 

Moreover, since the promulgation of 
the pilot program, new initiatives in 
patient information programs have been 
taken by the private sector.-These 
initiatives appear to ke accompanied by 
considerable enthusiasm in providing 
patients with meaningful 
information. The agency is concerned 
that, although the mandatory program 
would not preclude further private 
sector efforts, it might significantly 
discourage them. Therefore, consistent 
with government efforts at regulatory 
reform, the agency now believes that 
encouraging these efforts is preferable to 
the more rigid constraints of the 
mandatory government program. 

Further, the agency believes that this 
variety of private sector initiatives, if 
effectively implemented, can provide 
consumers with more information than 
may have been possible under the 
agency's pilot program. Such initiatives 
would not be limited to only 10 drugs or 
drug classes and could be quickly 
applied to many prescription drugs. 
Moreover, FDA's cooperation with the 
private sector should encourage 
experimentation with diverse systems 
for delivering patient information, 
thereby promoting innovation in 
delivery systems and giving the agency 
the opportunity to assess the relative 
merits of alternative means of increasing 
patients’ knowledge about drugs. 

Other factors, as well, have played a 
significant role in this decision: 

1. The mandatory pilot program is 
significantly deficient as a regulatory 
model. This is because it requires 
providing patient information at the time 
of dispensing, a time that is less optimal 
than the time of prescribing. Among 
private sector initiatives of which FDA 
is aware is a planned effort to supply 
physicians with drug information that 
can be given to and discussed with 
patients at the time of prescribing. At 
that point, the patient is better able to 
have questions resolved and to be 
informed of correct drug use and 
expected results. As many comments 
have pointed out, a patient who obtains 


a PPI at the time of dispensing has 
already purchased the drug, and will 
certainly find it more difficult to discuss 
the information with the prescribing 
physician. 

2. FDA acknowledges that the cost of 
the program are of some concern, 
particularly when viewed in the context 
of other limitations in the program. Even 
accepting FDA's original estimate of $21 
million, costs of this magnitude should 
produce a better information delivery 
scheme. 

3. There was strong disagreement 
about the design and value of the 
program on the part of the key health 
professionals who would implement it, 
and from the drug industry as well. For 
example, pharmacists were intended to 
play the major role in actually 
dispensing PPI’s to patients. 
Consequently, although the national 
organizations of pharmacists and 
pharmacy owners agreed with the goal 
of better patient education with respect 
to prescription drugs, pharmacists felt 
particularly singled out as having most 
of the program’s burden placed on their 
shoulders. 

The medical profession and the drug 
industry, although less burdened with 
obligations under the mandatory 
program, also did not support the 
program (with rare exceptions). Reasons 
for this lack of support included the 
views that patient information on 
prescription drugs is best provided by 
the physician, that the pilot program is 
too costly, that any PPI program should 
await well-documented evidence of a 
positive impact on health care, and that 
the other voluntary approaches to . 
providing patients with information 
should be tried. 

FDA agrees that the disproportionate 
impact of the PPI regulation on 
pharmacists should be taken into 
consideration in deciding whether the 
PPI program is the best public policy. 
While pharmacists bear only part of the 
health professions’ responsibility for the 
education of consumers about 
prescription drugs, the current regulation 
does in fact place on them most of its 
practical and legal burdens. 

In addition, the failure of the health 
professions and the drug industry to 
agree with the worth of the regulation is 
itself a legitimate consideration in 
deciding whether to go forward with the 
program when there are equally 
effective and possibly superior 
alternative means of achieving the goal 
of increased patient information. 
Success in a major new informational 
program for consumers is far more likely 
if accompanied by broad support of the 
health professions. 


In sum, given the need for Federal 
regulations to be both necessary and 
cost-effective, a principle reflected most 
clearly in Executive Order 12291, it is 
fully appropriate that FDA propose the 
withdrawal of its mandatory pilot PPI 
regulation. It views the imposition of 
this regulation as unjustifiable, 
particularly given the increasingly 
visible efforts to implement various 
programs of patient information, efforts 
that should not now be preempted by a 
single, limited Federal program of less- 
than-proven utility. 


Committee on Patient Education 


Regardless whether FDA ultimately 
determines to revoke its PPI regulation, 
it intends nonetheless to continue to 
perform a significant role in providing 
proper drug information to consumers 
and patients. The agency intends to 
work closely with the private sector and 
with other public sector agencies to 
identify and implement methods of ? 
providing information about prescription 
drugs to consumers, to promote patient 
education, to monitor changes in patient 
awareness of drug information, and to 
develop and evaluate the effectiveness 
of information dissemination activities. 
To accomplish these goals, the 
Commissioner of Food and Drugs has 
established within FDA a Committee on 
Patient Education to coordinate the 
department's efforts to educate 
consumers about prescription drugs and 
to serve as a catalyst for private sector 
initiatives in this area. Both public and 
private sectors are being asked to 
suggest ideas about the best ways to 
provide information to consumers and to 
make a commitment to carry out those 
ideas. 

Some of the functions of the agency to 
be guided by the Committee are to: (1) 
Evaluate existing patient information 
systems as well as new ones; (2) 
encourage the formation of, and serve as 
a liaison for, outside organizations that 
are or want to become active in patient 
information systems; (3) provide 
guidance and serve as a clearinghouse 
for firms that want to draft prescription 
drug information; (4) alert consumers 
and health professionals to the 
usefulness and availability of 
prescription drug information; (5) 
identify the need for patient information 
in the use of other products regulated by 
FDA, such as medical devices, x-ray 
machines, and biological products; and 
(6) report its activities to the Secretary 
of Health and Human Services on a 
regular basis. 
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PPI Requirements for Certain Drugs 


This proposal to revoke FDA’s patient 
package insert regulation would not 
affect the agency’s authority to require 
individual patient package inserts 
through notice and comment rulemaking 
and would not revoke the existing 
requirements for PPI's to be distributed 
with oral contraceptives, certain 
intrauterine devices, estrogens, and 
progestational drug products. 


Discretion To Establish PPI 
Requirements 


Questions have been raised regarding 
FDA's legal authority to revoke this 
regulation in litigation filed by Public 
Citizen, a consumer group. Public 
Citizen v. Schweiker, No. 81-0820 
(D.D.C., July 31, 1981) order holding 
matter in abeyance, No. 81-1896 (D.C. 
Cir., November 30, 1981). FDA believes 
it is fully authorized to revoke the 
program should it determine, on the 
basis of this rulemaking, to do so. The 
regulation requiring PPI’s for 
prescription drugs is a discretionary one, 
issued under sections 502(a), 201(n), 505, 
and 701(a) of the Federal Food, Drug, 
and Cosmetic Act (21 U.S.C. 352(a), 
$21(n), 355, and 371(a)). The legal 
authority for the regulation is discussed 
at length at 45 FR 60758-60759 
(September 12, 1980). This authority 
justified, but did not mandate, the 
agency’s action, nor does any other 
statutory directive compel its action. In 
that the regulation is a discretionary 
one, it may be revoked under the same 
discretionary authority that permitted its 
issuance. 


Continuation of Stays 


This notice continues in effect stays of 
the guidelines and regulation issued on 
April 28, 1981 (45 FR 23739, 23815). The 
stays were issued to permit further 
examination of the costs and utility of 
the patient labeling program. That 
examination has now resulted in this 
proposal of revocation. 

The Commissioner finds good cause to 
continue the stays in effect, without 
prior opportunity for comment, pending 
the conclusion of this rulemaking 
proceeding. Agency estimates of the 
costs of compliance were $21 million per 
year, and industry estimates have been 
much higher. Most costs, moreover, 
particularly for pharmacists, involved 
start-up costs, e.g., the purchasing of 
storage cabinets, racks, etc., to hold 
patient labeling leaflets or from which 
the leaflets might be dispensed. It would 
be patently impracticable, and not in the 
public interest, to implement these 
costly requirements for what may be 
only the period of the proposed 
rulemaking, as would be the case if the 
PPI regulation is ultimately revoked. As 
it is only this interim period of 
compliance on which comment on the 
stays would be concerned, FDA does 
not believe separate formal public 
process on the single issue of the interim 
stays to be necessary or in the public 
interest. Nonetheless, persons filin; 
comments on the proposed revocation 
are welcome to comment on the 
propriety of the interim stays, and these 
comments will be considered in the 
agency’s review. 
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Impact Analysis 

FDA, in accordance with the 
Regulatory Flexibility Act (Pub. L. 96- 
354; 94 Stat. 1164-1170), and Executive 
Order 12291, has determined that 
because the patient package insert final 
regulation was never implemented, its 
revocation has no economic impact. 


PART 203—[REMOVED] 


Therefore, under the Federal Food, 
Drug, and Cosmetic Act (secs. 201, 502, 
503, 505, 506, 507, 701, 52 Stat. 1041 -as 
amended, 1050-1053 as amended, 1055- 
1056 as amended, 55 Stat. 851, 59 Stat. 
463 as amended (21 U.S.C. 321, 352, 353, 
355, 356, 357, 371)) and the Public Health 
Service Act (sec. 351, 58 Stat. 702 as 
amended (42 U.S.C. 262)) and under 21 
CFR 5.11 (see 46 FR 26052; May 11, 1981) 
it is proposed that Part 203 be removed. 

Interested persons may, on or before 
April 19, 1982, submit to the Dockets 
Management Branch (address above), 
written comments regarding this 
proposal. Two copies of any comments 
are to be submitted except that 
individuals may submit one copy. 
Comments are to be identified with the 
docket number found in brackets in the 
heading of this document. Received 
comments may be seen in the office 
above between 9 a.m. and 4 p.m. 
Monday through Friday. 

Dated: February 9, 1982. 

Arthur Hull Hayes, Jr., 
Commissioner of Food and Drugs. 
Dated: February 12, 1982. 
Richard S. Schweiker, 
Secretary of Health and Human Services. 
[FR Doc. 82-4479 Filed 2-16-82; 12:29 pm] 
BILLING CODE 4160-01-M 





Reader Aids 


INFORMATION AND ASSISTANCE 


PUBLICATIONS 


Code of Federal Regulations 
CFR Unit 


General information, index, and finding aids 
Incorporation by reference 
Printing schedules and pricing information 


Federal Register 

Corrections 

Daily Issue Unit 

General information, index, and finding aids 
Privacy Act 

Public Inspection Desk 


Scheduling of documents * 


Laws 


Indexes 
Law numbers and dates 


Slip law orders (GPO) 
Presidential Documents _ 
Executive orders and proclamations 


Public Papers of the President 7 
Weekly Compilation of Presidential Documents 


United States Government Manual 


SERVICES 


Agency services 
Automation 
Dial-a-Reg 
Chicago, Hl. 
Los Angeles, Calif. 
Washington, D.C, 
Library ~ 
Magnetic tapes of FR issues and CFR 
volumes (GPO) 
Public Inspection Desk 
Special Projects 
Subscription orders (GPO) 
Subscription problems (GPO) 
TTY for the deaf 


* 


FEDERAL REGISTER PAGES AND DATES, FEBRUARY 


523-5237 
523-5227 
523-5237 
523-5215 


523-3187 


523-5262 
523-5282 
523-5266 
275-3030 


523-5233 
523-5235 
523-5235 
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CFR PARTS AFFECTED DURING FEBRUARY 


At the end of each month, the Office of the Federal Register 
i separately a list of CFR Sections Affected (LSA), which 
, blished si 


by PLO 6118). 

December 14, 1886 
‘(Revoked in part 
by PLO 6131) 


(Revoked in part 

by PLO 6110) 
March 10, 1924 

(Revoked by 


February 23, 1928 
(Revoked by 
PLO 6105) 

July 25, 1941 
(Revoked in part 
by PLO 6148) 

March 27, 1943 
(Revoked in part 
by PLO 6148) 

April 7, 1944 
(Revoked in part 
by PLO 6148) 

July 3, 1946 
(Revoked in part 
by PLO 6148) 

2029 (Revoked by 


1327 (Revoked by 
PLO 6139) 

4097 (Revoked by 
PLO 6147) 

4178 (Revoked by 


PLO 6145)............ccccssees 


6721 (Revoked by 





5885, 6252, 6423, 
6817-6825 


4498-4501, 5197, 5199, 
5707, 5708, 6611 
4502, 5200, 5708, 5709, 
6249-6251, 6613 
4503, 4504, 5709, 6252 





by PLO 6149) 
4991, 5411, 5716, 5892, 1978 (Revoked by 
6011-6017, 6274, 6427, 
6621-6624, 6827-6829 


~.. 5412, 5413, 6831 
4992 


4704, 5014, 5015, 5439, 
5729, 5912, 6296, 6441 


, 6443-6445, 








Federal Register / Vol. 47, No. 32 / Wednesday, February 17, 1982 / Reader Aids 


AGENCY PUBLICATION ON ASSIGNED DAYS OF THE WEEK 


The following agencies have agreed to publish all This is a voluntary program. (See OFR NOTICE 
documents on two assigned days of the week 41 FR 32914, August 6, 1976.) 
(Monday/Thursday or Tuesday/Friday). 
Monday =——Tue ay We Thursday 
DOT/SECRETARY _——~;USDA/ASCS_— 
DOT/COAST GUARD __—USDA/FNS_ pee = 2 5 tA : 
== 8 €=©=—C—(s SF eee Se eS 
_ USDA/SCS eee” Re ______DOT/FHWA_———CUSDA/SCS 


MSPB/OPM cn gals 

















_ DOT/FRA 


OR As ______DOT/MA LABOR 
HHS/FDA 


DOT/NHTSA HHS/FDA DOT NHTSA 
_ DOT/RSPA ____DOT/RSPA_ 
DOT/SLSDC _._DOT/SLSDG_ 
DOT/UMTA ie a ae ee : ___DOT/UMTA_ 
Documents normally scheduled for Comments should be submitted to the 
Publication on a day that will be a Day-of-the-Week Program Coordinator, 
Federal holiday will be published the next Office of the Federal Register, National 
work day following the holiday. Comments Archives and Records Service, General 


on this program are still invited. i Administration, Washington, D.C. 
20408. 





List of Public Laws 


Note: No public bills which have become law were received by the 
Office of the Federal Register for inclusion in today's List of Public 
Laws. 


Last Listing February 3, 1982 








Public Papers 
of the 


Presidents 
of the 
United States 


Annual volumes containing the public messages 
and statements, news conferences, and other 
selected papers released by the White House. 


Volumes for the following years are new available: 


Herbert Hoover 1967 


Proclamations & Executive 
Orders-March 4, 1929 to 
March 4, 1933 
2 Volume set 


1975 
(Book I) 


1975 
(Book If) 
1976-77 


1976-77 
(Book Hl) .... 


1976-77 
(Book II!) 
Jimmy Carter 


1977 
(Book I) 


1977 
(Book II) 
1978 


1978 
(Book II) 
1979 
(Book I) 


1979 
(Book II) 


Published by Office of the Federal Register, National 
Archives and Records Service, General Services 
Administration 


Order from Superintendent of Documents, U.S. Government 
Printing Office, Washington, D.C. 20402 








